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"Dillenters, | 


And other Unauthoriz'd 


NULL and VOID. 


BY THE 


Articles, Canons and Rubricks of 
logs the Church of England. 


* 


ANSWER 


Church of England, in the Caſe of Lay- 
| ee and of Diſſenters Bapriſmm, 


Met. et rt tt. tt 


_ 


BE en onde ac BY the AUTHOR of $ 
LAY BARHETIS M INVALID. 


This is it that the Lord ſpake, ſaying, 1 will be SanQified in in 
them that come nigh me, and before all the People 1 wil be 
Glorified, Lev. x. 3. 

I have not kent theſe Hh” yet they Ran, Jer. 
xxiii. 21. 
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THE 


PREFACE 


HTS is the Third time I am. o- 

| blig'd to appear in Publick, a- 
gainſt one oſ the moſt unaccount- 

able Uſurpations that ever the Church of 
Caz1sT was peſter'd with. The Book 
it ſelf, which I am about to Anfwer, do's 
not put me to this Trouble; for, in the 
Opinion of good Judges, I might have let 
it paſs without my Notice, conſidering the 
Incowſiſtency of its Contents with the Fiele 
Page. But the recommendation of it, as 
an Vaunſnerable Book, and that it con- 
tains the True Doctrine of the Church of 
England; and this by no leſs Men than 
the Reverend Dr. 4 —4, and Dr. 
B— tos, with others of Character and 
Station in the Church, is the principal 
Motive of my preſent Endeavour, to pre- 
A ſerve 


— 
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11. The P reface, 
ſerve the Minds of ſome unwary People 
from Error, who are too apt to be led 
away, by ſuch glaring outſide Appearan- 
ces, and oftentacious Pretences to Rea- 
ſon and Argument. 

Who, or what the Author is I know 
not, neither am I much concern'd ; tho? 
I was once Inquiſitive after both, that I 
might treat him with that Reſpect which 
might be thought due to his Character ; 
but the Reverend Dr. B—4, who I 
thought was moſt capable of informing 
me, upon my addreſs to him for that 
purpoſe, told me, that the Author's Name 
and Profeſſion muſt be a Secret; and up- 
on ſecond Thoughts, I agree with the 


Doctor, and that it ſeems beſt for them 


to continue ſo. 5 | 
What I moſt wonder at is, that two 
ſuch Learned and Eminent Men of our 
Church, as the aboveſaid Reverend Doct- 
ors muſt be acknowledg'd to be, ſhould 
ſo induſtriouſh recommend a Book, that 
in its Conſequences is a Banter upon their 
own Sacred Office, and in effect, Levels it 
with the Station of the very meaneſt of the 
People, But what ſeems to be the moſt 
unaccountable of all is, That the Reve- 
rend Dr. Br—-4, who publickly in the 
hearing of good Credible Witneſſes, ſaid 

to 
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The Preface. 11. 
to this Effect, That he would rather ſuf. 
« fer a Child of his to die without Baptiſm, 
« than let 4 Lay Perſon Baptize i, if no 
« Miniſter could be had,” That ſuch a 
Gentleman, who was very lately heard 
to ſay this, ſhould recommend a Book 
that teaches the direct contrary, is one 
of the moſt unaccountable things in the 
World. 

The Author wonders in his Preface, p, 
v. that none of the Church of Eugland 
Clergy have taken any notice of the Book 
Intituled Lay-Baptiſm Invalid; and he 
thinks it Reaſon that they ſhould, be- 
cauſe, if the Doctrine which it endeavours 
to propagate be true, it will make abun- 
dance of Work for a London Miniſter, ſince 
there is not a Pariſh in London, but has a 
conſiderable number of Pariſhioners who 
are not Baptiz d, and conſequently not 
Chriſtians.— But do's this Writer think, 
that our London Clergy muſt oppoſe that 


Book, becauſe of the great Work that it 


cuts out for them? It he believes this, 
thoſe who have thought jaſti) on theſe 
things do not ; The only Motive to op- 
poſe any Book of Religious Matters, is 
the af Doctrine it advances ; but if its 
rine be true and of great Importance, 

the Conſequences thereof, how trouble- 
| A 2 ſome 
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. The Preface. 


ſome ſoever to Fleſh and Blood, are no 
juſt Reaſons for appearing in oppoſition 
to it : The London Clergy, abundance of 
them know better things, than to make 


the trouble that a True Doctrine may 


cauſe them, to be a ſufficient Reaſon to 
ſtand out againſt it; they know that 
their Office it ſelf entails Uneaſineſs, La- 
bour and Toil, upon all who undertake 
it ; and that to flinch from theſe, when 
Duty requires them, is in ſome ſort, a 
proving falſe ro the Great Charge of their 
Holy Calling ; but *tis the great trouble 
that the Doctrine is like to give, if it 
rows to a head, that Afflicts our Author; 
he © Conſequences of unchriſtianizing not 
“ only ſo many hundred thouſands of 
* his own Country-men, Friends, Ac- 
« quaintance, and near Relations, - but 
« all the Proteſtants that are and have been 
e foralmoſt Two hundred Years through- 
out the World, as were not, and only 
« becauſe they were not ſo happy as to 
ebe Baptiz'd by Men Epiſcopally Or- 
„ dain'd.” Theſe ſet our Author to 
work, but yet “ not to medale with tha 
„ Merits of the Cauſe; ſtrange ! that a Man 
ſhould not endeavour to deſtroy the 
main Fl. Aſs upon which ſuch fearful 
Conſequences are built : But as ſtrange 
* 1 
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as *tis, you'll find in the following Pages, 
that be Expreſh declare's, *tis — of his 
pretends to nothing but to 
ſhew the Church of England”s Judgment 
in this Affair; and upon this Promiſe, 
one would naturally expect to find ſome- 
thing produc'd by him, which the 
Church of England has affirm'd for the 
Validity of Lay-Baptiſm ; that She has 


ſome where or other, in her preſent Ar- 


ticles} Canons, or Rubricks, pronounced 
Lay-Baptiſo: to be good and Valid; This 
one would reaſonably expect from him 
when he talks of the Church's Tudgment ; 
For the Judgment of a Man, or of 
a Body of Men, is ſomethings Decla- 
red, either in Expreſs Terms, or in 
ſuch General Ones, as neceſſarily infer 
the Judgmant we are ſeeking for; but 
alas, inſtead of this, he feeds his Rea- 
der with an Empty Propoſition, which 
contains, if it were prov'd, no more than 
a Negative, vi. She has by no pablick Act 
of hers, made or declared Lay-Baptiſm to be 
Invalid. Is a Nezative ſufficient to define 
what is the Judgment of any Perſon or 
Perſons ? Is Silence, ſuppoſing the Church 
had been Silent, juſtly to be term'd a De- 
clarative thing; is any thing to be prov'd 
thereby, for or againſt a Propoſition of 
what ſort ſoever ? What poor Shifts will 

- Men 


Vi The Preface. 
Men endeavour to make ( like a Man 
ready to be Drown'd) they will catch at 
every Straw, to uphold what has nothing 
Subſtantial to ſupport and maintain it. 


Our Author asks Dr. Hicks, © Cannot 
« an Honeſt Clergy-man defend the Glalt- 


ts 12 R 


« dity, tho not the Regularity 2 


« Lawfulneſs of Baptiſm adminiſtred by 

“ Diſſenting Teachers, without being falſe 

« to his Sacred Truſt, if he believe himſelf 

e warranted ſo to do byScripture and Autho- 

&« rity of Church. Practice, both Ancient and 
Modern? I preſume to anſwer this 
Gentleman, that an Honeſt Clergyman 
cannot, till he proves, that Scripture and 
Church-Practice, both Ancient and Mo- 
dern, all concurring together, do allow 
of the Validity of Unaauthoriz'd Baptiſm : 
Hecannot, without this being firſt prov'd, 
defend the Validity of ſuch Baptiſm : 
And as for his not defending the Regu- 
larity and Lawfnineſs thereof, it will 
amount to the ſame thing, as if he ſhould 
ay, I may not defend the Validity of thoſe 
Baptiſms. So that he will be reduc'd to 
this Contradiction, The Validity of thoſe 
Baptiſms is Defenſible, it is not Defenſible. 
For Validity and Regularity in this Caſe, is 
the ſame thing. He Here acknowledges 
they are not Regular, they are not Lamful. 


The 
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The want of a Commiſſion is their Irregula- 
rity and Unlawfulneſs; but to what Rule 
and Law is this Irregularity and Unlaw- 
fulneſs to be referr'd ? To a mere Humane, 
or to a Divine Law? If only to a Humane 
Law, then the Commiſſion to Baptize is 
only Humane, this is highly Prophane, 
and of the ſame Stamp with the Wicked- 
neſs of the Pretended Rights, &c. which 
I dare ſay our Author abhors. The 
Irregularity and Unlawfulneſs then, of 
Vncommiſſion d Baptiſm, muſt neceſſarily 
be referr'd to the Divine Law concern- 
ing Baptiſm, that Law is the Iuſtitu- 
tion. The Inſtitution preſcribes Com- 
miſſion d Baptiſm, and makes no Pro- 
viſo for any other. Therefore, if any Cler- 
gyman attempts to defend the Ualidity, 
tho not the Regularity an Lawfulneſs 
of Diſſenters Baptiſms ; he at the ſame time 
attempts to prove, that a Baptiſm is Va- 
lid, tho? at * ſame time an Oppoſition 
to the very Eſſential Law of God con- 
cerning Baptiſm; and herein he muſt be 
conſtrued to betray his Sacred Truſt; 
becauſe he teaches, that the Tranſgreſſi- 
on of an anchangeable Law of God, is of 
the ſame Validity, as Obedience thereto, 
and do's thereby make the Law of God 
to be of none Effect, and a needleſs Im- 
poſition upon Mankind. This 
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Vii Tie Prefue, . 
This Author would make his Reader 
believe that Ancient Church Practice au- 
thorizes the Validity of our Diſſenters 
Baptiſms, but he produces not one In- 
Inſtance thereof, and indeed he'll find 
upon Examination, that the Ancient 
Church never declar'd anauthorig d Bap. 
tiſm to be Good and Valid, but of this I 
have ſaid enough in my Book of Sacerdo- 
tal Powers. 1516 J£, | 
His Vncharitablexeſs concerning Perſons 
not Bastia d, runs beyond all Bounds ; 
for in Page X. of his Preface he ſays, con- 
cerning the Doctrin of the Invalidity of 
L Baptiſm; that, If it be Trus, it has Peo- 
pled. Hell with many Millions. Whither will 
not fome Men's Anger hurry them ! If 
Dr. Hicks or his Friend had ſaid any thing 
like this, the whole Party would have 
branded them for. a Couple of Furies; 
but God be prais'd' they have nothing 
of this Spirit; they know that God is not 
Limited by thoſe Poſitivs Inſtitutions, 
which he has preſerib'd to us, for our 
Obedience, but not to confine his Mercy ! 
Abundance of Catechumens of Old Dy'd 
before they could obtain Baptiſm ; and 
no doubt but God receiv'd them to Bliſs * 
»and Happineſs, for the Heartineſs of their 
Endea vours, and Sincerity of their Defign 
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The Preface. 1x, 
to Obey his Inſtitutions of Baptiſm, tho' they 
were not actually Incorporated by that Sa- 
crament into the Viſible Body or Church of 
Chriſt. And I can ſee no Inconſiſtency in 
hoping the ſame concerning many others, 
who have been Diligent, Honeſt and Sincere 
to know anddo their Duty,in proportion to 
their Station and Circumſtance, tho? they 
have not attained unto it in this reſpect of 
Epiſcopal Baptiſm, for want of Power and 
Ability, and it may be Obſtructions too, 
from thoſe who ought, and yet refuſe to 
give it them. © The Dread of drawing down 
the Church Rabble apon our Author; he 
ſays ” is ſo great, that he will not have 
it ſo much as Whiſper'd where be lives, nor 
of what Profeſſion he is, Preface p. x. This 


— 


| of his Habitation and Profeſſion is no great 


Matter--- but his Language of [Church 
Rabble) is too indecent to be retaliated-- It 
ſhews however the Quarter from whence 
it comes; *tis an Inſtance of the Temper of 
the Writer, and betrays the weakneſs of 
the Cauſe he is engag'd in, as does alſo 
his Dottors Commons Story at the latter end 
of his wt port which he ſays is his 4th 
Proof, and a very ſenſible One, next to a De- 
monſtration ; that the Diſſenters Baptiſm 
are eſteem'd good and valid by our Church. 
For, a Friend comes to him, and very 

| 5 grave - 
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gravely tells him, That all the Proſeca- 
“tions, Excommunications, &c. that the 

* Diſſenters have Undergone, from the 
„ Days of Old Elizabeth to the preſent 

* Times, are ſo many Proofs of the Church 

« of England's owning them to be Chriſti. 

* ans: For the Court Chrimian has no- 
* thing to do with any one but Chriſtians, 
and it would be a great Abſurdity to Ex- 
communicate a Perſon, that had mo 
« right to Church Communion ; and he 

« who is not Baptiz/d, has certainly no 

„ right to Church Communion.” This 
he ſeems to recommend as the beſt proof 
that he has endeavour'd to bring; for he 
Advances it almoſt to a Demonſtration, 
and Glories in it more than he do's in the o- 
ther three in his Book; from whence we 
may eaſily judge of the whole Strength 
that he has exerted to Support this feeble 
Cauſe; For, if he pleaſes to hear another 
46 Experienc d a Man in Doctors Commons 
| as his Friend: I do hereby from him inform 
"mn this Author, that his Proof, is as full for 
| | the Church of Exgland's Owning the Qua- 


1 ters to be Baptiz'd Chriſtians; For, the 
bt ſame © Chriſtian Court will Excommus- 
. nicate a Qualer when Proſecuted there for 
10 Adultery, Cc. as much as if he were a 
i Pre:bjterian or Independant &c. and if a 


The Preface. 
Act of that Court is the Churches acknow- - 
ledgment of the Presbyterians Chriſtianity, 
tis ſo of the Quakers too; and hence if this 
way of Arguing holds, Guakers and Presbyte- 
rians muſt be eſte emed to be equally Bap- 
tiz d Chriſtians ; — Let our Author make 
the Experiment, and he'll find the Fact true, 
that Doctors Commons will Excommunicate 
the Quater, and then by his on pretended 
Argument, he will find himſelf Confoun- 
ded in this Matter, by ſeeing the Qualer's 
No Baptiſm, advanc'd to an Equality with 
thoſe Spurious Baptiſms which he is endea- 
vouring to defend. 7 
I Conclude this Preface with an Earneſt 
requeſt to thoſe Reverend Ncttors I have 
mention'd, and to thoſe few others of our 
Church who are of their Mind ; that they 
would not expoſe their Sacred Office to 
ontempt, by crying up what direct) Un- 
dermines it: That they would not be fo 
Publick in their endeavours to fright the 
World with Conſequences, ſince Truths of 
reat Importance are not to be blaſted by 
ſuch Methods; and they know that 
onſequences how Dreadful ſoever cannot 
hange the Nature of Truth; for if they 
ould, the Hereſies of the Novatians, Do- 
nat iſts, Arians, &c. ought not to have been 
withſtood and Azathematiz'd by the Church; 
6 a 2 but 
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but ought to have been Receiv'd by her, 2 
Wholeſome and Sound Doctrines, for fea 
of Involving vaſt Multitudes, into the Sad 
Conſequences that mult follow from thei 
being Condemned by the Church, as At 
retical, and therefore Damnable Doctrine; 
The Reverend and Learned Clergy wer 
many of them as much againſt the Fright: 
ful Doctrine of Lay-Baptiſm's being In. 
valid, as theſe Gentlemen are; bu 
they did not Sit down with the Con. 
ſequences, which this Truth did not make 
but Men themſelves by their ill Practices 
They ſet themſelves Seriouſly upon the M. 
rits of the Cauſe, as knowing, that the 
Premiſes if falſe, would not bear the Teſt 
their Learning and Judgment ſoon Diſco 
ver'd the Truth, and the World has heard 
and ſeen the Effects of it, particularly i 
the Reverend and Learn'd Dr. Bretts Ser 
mon againſt our Diſſenters and other Un 
authoriz'd Baptiſms, Printed for Mr. H 
at in St. Paul's Church-yard ; and if tho 
Reverend Gentlemen above mention 
would but take away from before the Bye 
of their Mind, that Dark Cloud whic 
Obſtructs their Sight; I mean the fal 
Way of Judging Truths proposd, by thi 
Conſequences which Men have izvolv' 
themſelves into, by their own Unlawful ant 
Wicked Practices; If I fay they would bu 
remove 
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remove this Black Obſtruction, I have fo 
real an Opinion both of their Learning and 
their Sincerity, that I do not doubt they'd 
ſoon ſee this Neceſſary Truth, and be as 
much in Love with its Beauty, as many of 
the reſt of their Reverend and Learned 
Brethren of the Clergy are. I mult beg 
leave of that whole Reverend Body to ask; 
whether 'tis not juſt and reaſonable, for 
us Lay-men to believe, and for them alſo 
to inſiſt upon it, that their Sacred Order in 
its ſeveral degrees, was Inſtituted by the So- 
vereign Legiſlator of his Church Chriſt je- 
ſus,to be a Standing Monument of his Aut ho- 
rity,and /i ſible Repreſentation of his Mediato- 
rial Office ? That the ſeveral Miniſtrationshe 
has appropriated to their Order, are of ſuch 
a kind, that they have an Unalterable re- 
ference to, and are Repreſentative of what 
he has done on Earth, and 1s ſtill doing in 
the higheſt Heavens, in behalf of Sinners? 
That his appropriating thoſe Repreſentative 
Mini#trations to the Office of his viſible Re- 
preſentatives; is, a making of thoſe Mini- 
ſtrations, his own Acts; and that there is 
no other Foundation for their Aalidity, but 
their being interpret ativelj per form'd by 
him, who is the only Proper and Suffi- 
cient Mediator between Cod and Man? 
And that the Suppoſing any Validity in 

Unautho- 
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Unauthoriz'd Miniſtrations, eſpecially - 
when Attempted even in Oppoſition to our 
Saviour's viſible Authority plac'd by him in 
his Repreſentatives, is a Conſequential ſfup- 
poſition that there is no need of any ſuch his 
vifivle Repreſentatives, and that *tis an equal- 
1zing of our own Inventions with his Infti- 
tutions? That this is as much a fly ing in the 


Face of his Authority, and in effect, a De- 


nyal of his Supremacy over his Church, as 


a Rebellion againſt a Worldly Prince's Re- 


preſentatives, viz, his Inferior Governours 
and Magiſtrates veſted with bis Authority, 

is no leſs than Rebellion, and Treafon a- 
gainſt the Prince himſelf ? And in ſhort, that 


tis as much as if a Man ſhould ſay, thoſe 


Unauthoriz'd Acts of Miniſtration would 
have been as Good and Valid without, as 
they are by Vertue of our Saviour's Inſti- 
tution of them? And that this is making 
things that are deſtitute even of Natural 
Worth and valve,to be equal to thoſe, which 
are of Infinite Eſtimation, being means of 
Conveying Supernatural Benefits and Ad- 
vantages to us, by Vertue of Chriſt's Inſti- 
tution of, and Concurrence with them ?-T 
beſeech them earneſtly to conſider theſe 
things ; and how their Office, and therein 
Chrilt's Inſtitution, can be at all eſteem'd 
and obſerv'd, if Validity can, without a- 

ny 
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ny Divine Law for it, be aſcrib'd to the 
Unauthoriz d Acts of us Lay-men, What 
ſignify the appropriating Laws of Chritt 
and his Church, if we Unauthori=d Per- 
ſons can do as much in the Miniſtrati- 
on of Sacraments as you can who are the 
only Authoriz'd Officers for that Purpoſe? 
If we cannot do as much as you, we can 
do nothing at all ; for there 1s no Degree 
of Validity in ſuch Miniſtrations ; If as 
Lay Chriſtians, we can do as much, then 
you can have no Superiority over us in 
theſe Matters; and ſo your whole Order 
and the Neceſlity thereof mult ceaſe and 
become Void, except we Lay men ſhall 
think fit to continue it, by ſubmitting to 
your Miniſtrations, not through any ne- 
ceſſity of Obedience toa Divine Law, but 
by an AQ of our own unneceſſary Generoſity, 
and Arbitrary Free-will! Conſider theſe 
things, I earneſtly beſeech ye: Let no 
Man Deſpiſe ye! but after the Example 
of the Great St. Paul, magnify your 
Office, ſince tis not properly yours, but 
Chriſt's, who has Intruſted you with it, 
to Perſonate him during his Abſence from 
us. *I1s true, that in doing this, you 
muſt wreſtle with Fleſh and Blood ; in 
keeping that which is committed to your 
Charge, you'll find it ſometimes neceſ- 
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ſary to Struggle with Spiritual Wicked- 
neſs in high Places; and to oppoſe whole 
Armies of the Aliens; but what then ? *Tis 
the Great Work you have all undertaken. 
This Spiritual Battle is the Lord's; you 
are more Eminently Liſted in this his Ser- 
vice than we Lay-mez are; and if in this, 
and all other Reſpects, you continue 
to be faithful unto Death, you'll undoubt- 
edly at laſt receive a Crown of Life, by 
ſo much the more Great and Glorious, 
as you ſhall have rendred your ſelves 
here more Bright and Conſpicuous than 
others, thro? your well-grounded Zeal for 
the Honour of our Common Lord and 
, Maſter ; which that you may all do, and 
ſo obtain, is the ardent Prayer of, 


— 


London, May 2. 
1712. 


Tour Unworthy A 
Tho moſt Aſfectionate 


Friend and Servant, 


X. I. 
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FI HE Author of the Judgment, &c. 
I not to prove the Baptiſm of Diſſenters Gaod 
e e 
et his real Deſign is to repreſent it as Valid 
Baptiſm, _ | | ada: rs 
The Great Queſtion of Lay- Baptiſm Stated, 4 
His Negative Poſition, 5 
The Rubrick in King Edward the YIth's Common 
Prayer Books, makes not hing for our Diſſenter*s 
Baptiſm, > 576. 
Our Church's, 23, 26, 27, and 37, Articles of Re- 


* 


. ligion, and her Catechiſm, do ſo Limit the mi- 


niſt ration of Baptiſm, as to Null all unautho- 
riz'd Miniſtrations thereof, 7, to 18. 


So do her 30th Canon, and Preface to her Offices of 
Ordination, 138, 19 
And ber Rubricks for Private Baptiſm, 20, 34, 35, 
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Her Cenſure on the Lanful Miniſter, by her 69th 
Canon implies the ſame, 23 


"The Adverſary*s Objection, that the Church does not 


in Expreſs Terms null ſuch Baptiſm, Anſwer d, 24. 
Particularly by bis own Argument againſt King 
James, . 25 
And further from the Nature of ſuch Laws as ap- 
point Cammiſſtons to confer Privileges on Stran- 
gers, 67 | 26 
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. His Inſtance of an unlawful Cyiner. in favour f Dij- 


The Conclufion, 
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The — 1 
Thi applied to Bapti m and our Church's Laws 4- 


bout it, 27, to 30 
The Hampton-Court Conference, nothing to the Ad- 

2 27 95 but the eontrary, 30, 

The Baptizs ee thiouſanll in ay, Ads 


—_ . and makes nothing for our Diſſenters 


. Ba priſms, 1. 
The 7 — of the Judg ment”; Conceſſions, 12 
A Rubrith of our Church that requires Bapti iſm, me 
ab things before, were not Fut as they ought 
"to be, „te 38 
Our Author's attempt to prove, © that the Miniſter 


« js not of the Efſeace of the Sacrament, An- 


ſwer d. at Large, 38, to 4 
H imaginary Aken im the Church by Rome's 
' ſeeming to confine Baptiſm ro the Miniſter, "by i 
Office of Baptiſm, and yet ber allowing Lay. Bap- 
tiſm, N to be falſe, when mos fo. 
urch 47 
; An Anſwer to bis Inſinuation: concerning the Chr, 
Silence, and the Biſhops Confirming Perſons waſb' 4 
by Anti- epiſcopal Diſſemers 5 


And to his laſt imaginary Proof from: the Silence 7 


our Controverſial Writers, &c. © Y 


ſenter's Baptiſm, Confuted © © & 


T Hs Notion that their Bapt |. Valid, and yet 


their ot her Afi niſtr ations u * onſ der d, 60 


* His whole Appendix, and D "Ul Leter, no- 


hing to the purpoſe, — 63 
Nor any ſelect Number of. Biſhops Declar ation in Fa- 
our of his O Opinion, without 4 Lawful Convota- 
tion, I'S - th 0 65 | 65 

0 / Rebaptization 268 
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H E Author of the Book Intituled, 
The Judgment of the Church of Eng- 
and in the Caſe of Lay-Baptiſm, and of Diſ- 
enters Baptiſm, in his Preface Page iv. tells 
he World, that he does not think him- 
elf © at preſent, concern'd in the main Mat- 
ter Diſputed, Viz. Whether Lay-Bap- 
« tiſm be Invalid, or whether all the 
„ Presbyterian Miniſters are meer Lay- 
«© men, hor only to know, what the Opinion 
f theChurch of England was in the 
* Matter.” In Page 19 of his _ 
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mn 


he further acquaints us, that he do's 
“not pretend to enter into the Merits of 


« the Cauſe, nor to Diſpute whether i 


« Baptiſm be Valid, or Invalid, nor whe. 


al, or Unlawful to Re. 


ther it be Lam. 


« baptize [as he calls it] ſuch 4s have 


&« been Baptized by Lay-Hands.” And 
Laſtly, to put us out of all Doubt con- 
cerning the Deſign of his Book, he ſays, 
in his Coneluſion, Page 38. © Thas I have 

“gone through the little Work J under 

« took, which was, Not to p2obg / 

6e the Validity of 'Lay-Baptiſm, no2 to 

« p2ove the Baptiſm of Diſſenters to be 

« Good and Valid, is Oppoſition to the 

« Author of Lay-Baptiſm'”s Invalidity, or 

& in Oppoſition to Dr, Hicks, his Abetter 

e and Eucourager; This [ſays he} was 

« not my Deſign; but to make good my 

% Poſition, That the Church of Rngland 

« hath, by no Publfck Aft of hers, made 

« or declared Lay-Baptiſm to be In- 
e valid. Both thoſe Writers, [ſays he] 

« had affirwd, that the Church of Eng- 
„ land accounts Lay-Baptiſm, and the 

« Baptiſm of Diſſenting Miniſters to be 

Invalid; 46 far as they have affirm's 

« that, I have concern d my ſelf with them, 


« and no farther, 


F. II. 


y, OT 


Nui and Uoid, &. 3 


§. II. Thus we fee our Author's De- 
ſign ; and if we may believe him, tis 
the whole of his Undertaking; but 
how true that is, will be ſhewn in the 
proceſs of this Anſwer; at preſent tis 
very remarkable, how ſhy he is of the 
main Matter Diſputed ! and his ſaying, that 
the Little Work he —— was not — 

ove the Validity of Lay-Baptiſm, &c. looks 
G i he did ade Sink 7 Judg- 
ment of the Church concerning that 
Matter, to be any proof for the Validity 
thereof; for, if he did in truth believe, 
that her Oyinion was any good prook, that 
Lay-Baptiſm is Valid, his endeavouring 
to produce her Opinion, would have thewn, 
and he muſt have acknowledg'd it, that 
his Deſign was to prove, in Oppoſition to 
the two Authors he mentions, that Lay- 


Baptiſm and the Piſſenters Baptiſm is 


Good and Valid; But he is well aware, 
that bare Opinion is no Proof; and there- 
tore he very Judicioufly ! waves the Mer- 
rits of the Canſe. _ 


$. II. But how much ſoever he pretends 
to evade the main Matter Diſpated, vis. 
Whether Lay-Baptiſm be Valid or Invalid, 
he will find himſelf to be deeply concern'd 
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by their Biſhops to Baptize, eſpecially when 
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in it ; and that Men will judge, that the 
Deſign of his Undertaking was, not only 
to oppoſe the Inferences which Dr. Hick; 


and his Friend have drawn from thc 
Church's Articles and Rabricks; but alſo to 


— 


_ endeavour to prove, the Validity of our 


Diſſenting Teachers and other Lay-Bap- 
tiſms ; this in due time will be prov'd up- 
on him, and the Inſufficiency of his Ima- 
ginary Arguments from the Church's ſup 
pos'd Opinion in this Weighty Matter, wil 
fairly be repreſented to the Reader's View. 

But before I concern my ſelf with his 
way of Arguing, I muſt inform the Rea- 
der, that the Matter in Diſpute is only 
this, vis. Whether Perſons not Authoriz/a 


they att in oppoſition to Epiſcopacy it ſelf 
can adminiſter Valid Baptiſm, This, in 
ſhort, is the Great Queſtion, which has 
been very largely diſcuſs'd; and thoſe 
who have treated of it, have (among o- 
ther Arguments) inſiſted upon the Church 
of England's Articles and Rubricks, as 
ſtanding Evidences, againſt ſuch Perſons 
adminiſtringValid Baptiſm: And that the 
Conſequences of the Church's publick 


Acts, do Null and make Void, ſuch an- 


authoriæ d and Anti- Epiſcopal Baptiſms. 
?Tis in Oppoſition to this, that our Author 


Null and Uoid, Kc. 5 
now exerts himſelf ; but with what 


ſtrength of Argument, I come now to 
Enquire. 


$. IV. The Poſition he lays down, 
and which he pretends is the only Deſign 
of his Book to prove, is this, Page 1ſt. 
That the Church of England 74 by 

« no Publick Act of Hers made or declared 

« Lay-Baptiſm to be Invalid, This He 
endeavours to evidence by three ſuppos'd 
Arguments. 1ſt. From the two firſt 
Common-Prayer Books in the Reign of 
King Edward the VI. publiſh'd, Anno 
1549 and 1552, in both which Books, it 
was allow'd, that in Private Baptiſm 
(which was for Caſes of Neceſlity) one 
of the Perſons preſent ſhould Name and 
Baptize the Child : From whence our 
Author concludes, Page the 2d and ath, 
That as in Times 4 Popery, fo in our 
firſt Reformation, the Baptiſm of Laymen 
and Midwives was allow'd ; and that it was 
then the Belief of the Church of England, 
That a Child Baptiz'd by a Lay-Perſon in due 
Matter and Form, is lawfully and perfectly 
Baptiæ d. To which, I anſwer, That our 
Author himſelf do's in his 18th Page 
Confute the Poſitiveneſs of this Aſſertion, 


for, there he tells us thus, Even the Ru- 
i ; # > @# ” 24 2 Mb brick 


_ 
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& brick o King Edward's Book was fo worded, 
« as to leave it Diſputable and Doubtful, 


het her the Church allom'd or intended to al. 


om of Lay-Baptiſm in Caſes of Neceſſity; This 
ſhews how uncertain he is in this Matter; 
but I further affirm, that it cannot be 
prov'd from the Churches Publick Act in 
thoſe two Common- Prayer Books; that 
the Church believ'd znauthoriꝛ d Perſons 
could adminiſter Valid Baptiſm; and my 
Rea ſon is this; becaufe * Rubrick, as 
this Author himſelf quotes it, Page x and 
2, ſays, © Let them that be preſent call upon 
« Goa, &c. And then one of them Shall 
« Name the Child, and Dip him in the 
« Water, or pour the Water upon hm, 
« ſaying theſe Words, —N. I Baptize thee, 
&c. whereby it is plain, the Biſhops in 
thoſe Days Commander this Baptiſm ; 
[one of them Shall Do it] eſteemin 
themſelves to have Authority to Command, 
and thereby to imp 0er fuch a Baptizer 
for that Time and Circamftance ; and 


therefore, the Perſon Baptizing acted 


then, in the Opinion of the Church, by 
Authority of the Biſhops; they were the 
Commanding Power which gave Autho- 
rity to ſuch Adminiſtratars, at the begin- 
ing of the Reformation; ſo that, whatſo- 
ever Validity ſuch Baptiſms were behev'd 

| to 


— — — 
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to have had, it was owing to the Bapti- 
zer s acting, not by any pretended Pow- 
er or Authority of his own, much leſs 
in Oppoſition to the Church, but, by 
Virtue of the Church's Power and Au- 
thority. committed to the Members of her 
own Communion, for that Time and Cir- 
cumſtance; which, whether right or no, 
is no ways applicable to our Læy-men and 
and Diſſenters, who are utterly deſtitute of 
any ſuch Plea, ſince the Alteration of our 
Oifice of Private Baptiſm, which now, 
do's not give that Power, which the 
Church at the beginning of our Refor- 
mation did grant: And this I take to 
be a full Anſwer to our Writers five 
firſt Pages. 


§. V. Before I proceed any further 
with this Author, I think it neceſſary to 
enquire from the preſent Articles, Can- 
onus and Rabricks of our Church, what 
we may learn concerning Baptiſms per- 
form'd without Authority ; ſuch as our 
Diſſenters and otherLay-Baptiſms with us 
are; and what her Opinion is about them. 


$. VI. Our Church's 39 Articles then 
are Articles of Religion ; and therefore 
are Matters of Doctrine relating to God 
and 
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1— 


and his Laws; and not meer Doctrines 
and Commandments of Men, to be 
chang'd and alter'd at pleaſure as ſome 
have repreſented them ; for, they were 
made for the ſtabliſhing of Conſent tou- 
ching True Religion, as their Title 
Declares; and they were ratify'd and 
confirm'd, becauſe © they do contain the 
& True Doctrine of the Church of England, 
* agreeable to God's Mod, as the De» 
claration prefix d to them do's affirm. — 
So that, what they pronounce to be Law- 
ful, or Unlawful, muſt neceſſarily be ac- 
knowledged to be ſo, with reſpect to 
True Religion taught in the Word of 
God; which is the Standard by which 
theſe Articles were made; and there- 
fore, what they call Unlawful, is certain- 
ly in the Senſe of the Church, Unlaw- 
ful by the Word of God himſelf. | 


§. VII. Her 23d Article affirms, that, 
« it is Not Lawful, [therefore *tis con- 
trary to the Law of God] for any Man 
&«& to take upon him the Office 7 mini- 
« [trins the Sacraments efore he be 
« Lawfully calPd and ſent to execute the 
« ſame. The Law relating to the mi- 
niſtring of Sacraments, is in our Savi- 
our's Inſtitution of them, therefore, tis 
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by this Article, coptrary to the very In- 
ſtitution of the Chriſtian Sacraments, for 
any Man to take upon him the Office of 
miniſtring them, before he be Lawfrlly 
calP4 and fem. Conſequently, a Man not 
calPd and ſent, as our Lay-men and Dif 
ſenters are not, acts contrary to the In- 
ſtitution of the Sacraments, when he 

wy to adminifter them, becauſe, he 
is not that Lanvfuth calPd and ſent Admi- 
ſtrator, which the Inſtitution of the Sacra- 
ments conftantly and unalterably do's 
require; and what will make ſuch pre- 


tended miniſtrations Invalid, if con- 


trariety to the very Eſſential Law of 
the Institution will not. If the Church, 
in any of her Articles, had faid, 1: is zot 
Lewfal for an) other Form to be uſed in 
Baptiſm, than that, In the Name of the Fa. 
ther, und of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt ; 
would not any reaſonable Man that made 
uſe of his faculty of Thinking, preſent! 
conclude, that the Church excluded al 
other Forms, becauſe of their being con- 
contrary to the Inſtituted Form of Bap- 
tiſm? Would he not from thence infer, 
that, pretended” Baptiſm, with fuch an 
Uninflitured Form, is not the Inſtituted 
Baptiſm ? Would he not ſay, that he 
learn'd this from the Church's Article; 
| C and 
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and conſequently that the Church Nulbs 
ſuch a Baptiſm ? I don't doubt but he 
would; and why then ſhould we not 
conſtrue . the Church's 23d Article, to 
Null Baptiſms perform'd by ſuch as were 
Never calPd or ſent * Certainly the ſame 
Reaſon will hold for Her Nulling 
this, as for her voiding the other ſuppo- 
ſed Baptiſm, ſince the Authoriz?d Admi- 
niſtrator is as much, and as Durable a part 
of the Inſtitution of Baptiſm as the Form 
it ſelf is. Our Church in this Article, is 
declaring her Doctrine concerning the 
Miniſter of Sacraments ; this Doctrine of 
her's relates to True Religion, as was be- 
fore obſerv'd, S. VI. Therefore when She 
ſays, © tis not Lawful, &c. She do's not 
refer to any Human Law ; ſhe do's not 
appeal to any Arbitrary Injunction of 
Man, but to the Divine Law recorded in 
Holy Scripture ; that Law, is the Only 
Standard whereby Articles of True Reli- 
gion are to be try'd and examin'd, and 
"tis from this Law that She takes Her 
True Doctrine concerning the Miniſter of 
Sacraments ; and 'tis only to this Law 
that She appeals, when, She ſays © It is 
% not Lawjul for any Man to take upon him 
« the Office, &c. So that, If this Divine 
Law of the Inſtitution of Chriſtian Sacra- 
7 Ware 4228 PENN 
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ments, makes the Authority of him who 
miniſters them, to be an Eſſential part 
of their Inſtitution ; then the Church, by 
this Article, appealing to the ſame Law, 
do's alſo Determine, that the Authorit) 
of the Miniſter is an Eſſential part of 
that Law, and conſequently, that the 
whole Law is Vacated, when one of its 
Eſſential Parts is made Void, as it cer- 
tainly is, in the Caſe of Vnauthori='d and 
Anti-Epiſcopal Baptiſm: And to gainſay 
this, our Author muſt-enter into the Me- 
rits of the Cauſe, and endeavour to prove 
fuch Baptiſm good and Valid, in the 
Senſe of the Divine Law; tho? he is fo 
very loth roengage himſelf in this Matter. 
But further, the Church does not reſt 
here; She ſays more ſtilf ; For, 


§. VIII. In Her 26th Article, She af- 
firms, concerning the Miniſter of Baptiſm 
(which 1s one of the Sacraments She is 
there ſpeaking of) That He do's © nor 
% miniſter the [ame in his own Name, but 
in Chriſt's, and by his Commiſſion 474 
« Authority.,? —— That the Sacraments 
be effettual, becauſe of Chriſt's Inſtituti- 
5 on and Pꝛomiſe.“ This ſhe aſſerts, to 
take off the Scruples of ſome miſtaken 
Feople, who think, that the Efficacy of 
2 C 2 the 
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the Word and Sacraments is deftroy*d, by 
the wickedneſs of the Miniſter who Ot: 
ficiates in them. Wherein we may obs 
ſerve, by what Means She would reduce 
their erroneous Judgments ; for, by this 
Article, She informs them, that it is not 
the Worthineſs or Sanctity of the Mini- 
ſter's Perſon, but the Commiſſion by which 
he Acts, that they ought chiefly to re- 
gard; the Sacraments are not his, but 
Chriſt's, becauſe miniſtred by his Com. 
zuiſſion and Authority; and the Church 
gives this of Chrifs Commiſſion and Autho- 
rity for the Reaſon why we fhould uſt 
the Miniſtry even of Bad Pen in 
„receiving the Sacraments; but this 
can never hold with reſpect to the Mint- 
ſtry of any Man, how Good and Holy 
ſoever, that is not Authoriz'd; for he can, 
upon No account whatfoever, be faid to 
have Chri{ls Commiſſion and Authority. 
The Article ſays alſo, that the Sacraments 
are “ effectual, becauſe of Chriſt's Inf itution 
aud Promiſe : If fo, then take away the 
(.auſe, and their effectuality will. ceaſe. 
The Cauſe of their being Effectual, 1s 
Chrilt's Iaſtitution and Promiſe; His In- 
ſtitution [ of Go ye] is wanting, when an 
Unauthorized Perſon attempts to Baptize, 
(St. Matt, Xxviii. 19. and Arttcle 23 of the 

£5 Church 
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Church of England,) His Promiſe is alſo 
no ways here concern'd, for, that [Lo I 
am with you Always, &e.} was made onl 
to authoriz'd Perſons, St. Matth. xxviii. 
19.) conſequently, rhe uncommifſton'd 
Baptizer has neither Chriſt's Inſtitution, 
nor his Promiſe, and therefore his Mi- 
niſtration being deſtitute of theſe, has 
not the Cauſe ſu fficient to make it effectu- 
al by this 26th Article of our Church; 
and the unavordable conſequence of this 
is, that ſuch his Miniſtration is in its 
own Nature ineffettual, and therefore 
Null and Void, becauſe deftiture of the 
Caufe which makes Good and Valid. 


$. IX. The 27th Article of the Church 
of England defines Baptifm to be © not only 
* 4 Sign of Profeſſion and Mark of Diffe- 

&« rence, &c. but alſo 4 Sign of Repene- 
« ration or New Birth, whereby, as by 
« ax Jiſtrument, they that recerve Bap- 

© tiſms rightly, are grafted imo the 
* Chrrch, the Promiſes of Forgroeneſs 
* of Sin, aud of our Adoption to be the 
© Sony of God, &c. are viſtbly Sign d 
and Seal' d; „ and in her moſt Ex- 
cellent Catechiſm She teaches, that a Sa- 
crament is a © Iledge to aſſure us of 
Inward Spiritual Grace, confequently 
a that 


— * — — 
— Den « — PT 
— — - = — - = - — 
- 
- 
* * —— J * "== 
BR =25 
— = " 
— by * Ll a4 * * n — WP 4 8 nl 4 
N * h 2.15% SAEED. CORRS - — EAST ES 
_ _ - * * — — 4 — - - 
k=cz.c row os a 
— . A 9 _ — — - . — 
- Ls - — — — — 
"- * I — —— — — — — — — —— W * — — 
—— — — 1 * : 4 — SZ —— — — — — — . _ 
” . 
= — * - 5 . - = 4 _— * * - — 2 
222 - __ A , _ . — ” - _— — — —— — — — 
— — _ = — * — - . - - © 0 — 


— _— 
— v — OS — vy—— — 
— As 


14 Diſlenters Baptiſm 


that, Baptiſm (which is a Sacrament) is 
a Pleage or Earneſt given us, to aſſure 
us of thoſe Infinite Bleſſings before ſpo- 
ken of in the 27th Article. This Illuz 
ſtrates the Reaſon of the Church's Aſſer- 
tions in her 23d and 26th Articles; for, 
hereby She neceſſarily gives us to under- 
ſtand, that, to the Eſſential Adminiſtring 
of Chriſtian Sacraments, there muſt be 
ſomething ſufficient to give them the 


true Value and Worth of an Inſtrument 


viſibly Figud and SeaPd between God and 
us-—. Something, that may give them 
the Power and Virtue of God's Pledge or 
Earneſt to us, that we ſhall be partakers 
of his unſpeakable Graces and Favours; 
This Something, can be no other, than 
either God himſelf, or his lawful Attor- 
ney, ſent by him to act in his ſtead; for 
Signing and Sealing, and Giving of 
Pledges can never be validly done by any, 
but either the Principal, who Covenants 
with us directly, or by his appointed 
Agent whom he ſends to Covenant with 
us in his ſtead. And there is no other 
Conceivable Reveal'd Way, under our 
preſent Chriſtian Diſpenſation, for God 
diſibly to Sign and Seal to us, and give 
us an outward Viſible Pledge to aſſure us 
of, his Grace and Favour, but by mcans 

* ot 
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of his Commiſſton'd Subſtitutes —, and 
therefore, tis the Church's Doctrine in 
this 27th Artiele, and in her moſt admi- 
rable Catechiſm, that Men muſt be veſted 
with the Divine Commiſſion to Baptize, 
becauſe, without ſuch a Commiſſion, 
Baptiſm 15 not a Sign, Seal and Pledge On 
God's Part, and therefore, not the Bap 
tiſm which he Inſtituted, conſequently 
no Chriſtian Baptiſm, and if ſo, then ut- 
terly Invalid. 


F. X. Again: In the 39th Article, our 
Church ſays, We give not to our Princes 
„the Miniſtring either of God's Word 
“or of the Sacraments, — but that only 
« Prerogative, &c.— that they ſhould 
«& Rule all Eſtates and Degrees committed 
to their Charge by God, whether they be 
«© Eccleſiaſtical or Temporal, and reſtrain 
« with the Civil Sword the Stubborn and 
„Exil Doers. * 
The Church by this Expreſſion, We 
give not to our Princes, &c. is to be under- 
ſtood, to mean, We attribute not to our 
Princes, or, we- believe not that our Princes 
have the Power or Authority of miniſtring 
either, God's Word or the Sacraments, 
-— That She is to be underſtood in this 
Sence, is plain, by what follows in the 
Article ; 
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Article; for, *tis not to be ſuppos'd that 
She gives Princes the Prerogative of Rules 
ing, &c. that Prerogative they have, 
without any Gift from her ; ſhe only de- 
s to teach us, that ſhe believes Prin- 
ces have ſuch a Prerogative . 80 
that, the Church informs us in this Arti- 
cle, That, our Princes themſelves Have Ill 
»ot the Power of miniſtring the Sacra: Ill 5 
ments: Now, this could not be true, if I +4 

kt 

{t 

b 
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Lay-Chriftians, as ſuch, had that Power; 
becauſe, a Man's being a Prince, do's by 
no means deprive him of any Power he 
had as a Lay-Chriſtian, before his pro- 
motion to that Dignity ; therefore, ſince 8. 
our Church do's believe, and her Belief is 
is True, that our Princes have not the th 
Power of Miniſtring Sacraments's She Nc 
neceſſarily includes all other Lay- men to 
be deſlitute of this Pore other wiſe, in- 
feriour Lay-Chriſtians, are, as ſuch, Su- 
perior in Spiritual Power, to their Lay- 
Chriſtian Sovereigus, which is abſurd 
and therefore, tis the Belief of our Church, 
that Princes and other Lay:Chriftians, 
attempting (without Authority) to ad- 
miniſter Sacraments, do not miniſter 
them, for if they do miniſter Sacraments, 
then the miniſtrizg of the Sacy aments is in 
their Power, which is contrary to the Ar- 
ticle ; 


of 
a 
1 
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ticle; and therefore, any unauthoriz'd 
Attempt of theirs to miniſter the Sacra- 
ments is in the Senſe of this Article 
a Null and Void Miniſtration. | 


6. XI. Thus we have ſeen what the 
Church has taught us by her Articles ; 
viz, That to the Adminiſtration of the 
Sacraments, their Inſtitution, which 1s 
the only Law that appoints Eſſentials, 
requires, this Eſſential, that the Admini- 
ftrator of them, and therefore of Baptiſm 
be 3 CalPd and Sent, Article 23d. 

That the Efficacy, or Validity of the 
Sacraments, and conſequently of Baptiſm 
is founded upon the Commiſſion which 
the Adminiſtrator has receiv'd from 
Chriſt, Article 26th. | | 

That the Miniſtration of the Sacra- 
ment of Baptiſm is a viſible Signing, Seal- 
ing, and giving to us 4 1 5 on God's 
Part, and therefore neceſſarily requires, 
that it be done either by God himſelt, 
who is the Principal; or elſe by one au- 
thoriz?2d by him to act therein, as his 
lawful Attorney, (Article 27th, and 
Church Catechiſm.) | 

Laſtly, That even our Princes, and 
therefore no other unauthoriz'd Lay-man 
whatſoever, has this Commiſſion to mi- 

D nilter 
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niſter any Sacrament, Article 37th. — 
and conſequently, that when any ſuch 
unauthoriz'd Perſon attempts to Baptize, 
he is no Inſtituted Baptizer ; his mini- 


{tration is not effectual; his act, is no 


viſible Signing, Sealing, or giving a Pledge 
on God's Part ; his te — Mat. 
ter is not the miniſtring of the Sacra- 
ment, and therefore a Total Nullity in 
all Reſpects. Thus far we have ſeen the 
Church's Sence in this Matter, as deli- 
ver'd to us by her Articles of Religion, 
which are her ſtanding Laws, by which 
all her Members are oblig'd to be Go- 
vern'd. 


F. XII. As for the other Laws of the 
Church, as they ſtand at preſent, *tis evi- 
dent, that they allow of no perfect or va- 


lid Baptiſm without a lawful Miniſter : 


For, the zoth Canon ſpeaking of this 
Matter, ſays, That, © When the Mini⸗ 
« ffer, dipping the Infant in Water, or 
« laying Water upon the Face of it (as the 

C manner alſo is) hath pronounced theſe 
« Words; J Baptize thee in the 
«« Name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Shoſt, he 
Infant is fully and perfectly Bap ix d. 71 
Tis by the Canon, the Miniſters 2 
this, 
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this, that makes the full and perfect Bap- 


tiſm ; ſhe does not ſay, or ſo much as 
intimate, that it is, or can be perfect Bap- 
tiſin without the Miniſter ; and ſhe means 
nothing elſe by Miniſter here, than one 
authoriz'd lawfully, as is plain by the 
aboveſaid Articles, and by all other her 
publick Acts whatſoever, 


g. XIII. And what this lawful Authority 


| 15, the Preface to her Book of Ordination 


Determines and Limits, (forthat is alſo 
another of her Laws, ) vis. © That none ſhall 
« be ſuffer? d to execute any of the Functions 

& [of 4 Biſhop, Prieſt, or Deacon] — except 

« he hath had formerly Epiſcopal Conſe. 
« cration, or Ordination? Tis the 
Function of thoſe Spiritual Officers to 
Baptize, — and therefore this Law of the 
Church, ſays, That None ſhall be ſuffer'd 
to Baptize, except he hath had Epiſcopal 
Ordination. And for this her juſt and 
neceſſary Law, ſhe appeals (in the very 
beginning of her ſaid Preface) not only 
to Antiquity ; but alſo to the Teſtimony 
of the Holy Scriptures themſelves ; that 
Men may ſee, ſhe is not Arbitrary in 
this Injunction, but Govern'd therein by 
that Sacred Law, which obliges her 
and all other Churches, in this Parti- 
| D. 2 cular 
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cular of Epiſcopal Ordination, to the end 
of the World. But to progeed, | 


20 


—— —_ 


$. XIV. »Tis to one or cher of chef: | 
Lavful Minifters that our Church in ano- ; 
ther of her Laws, do's now Confine and 
Limit the Miniſtration of Baptiſm, and { 
that is in her Office for Private Baptiſm ; f 
when Children are in Danger of Death ; 7 
| For by all the Rabticks or Rules of that | s 
a Office, tis requir'd and Commanaded, that a 
I the © Miniſter of the Patiſh) or in 4 ab: { 
z fence any other lawful Miniſter that can be a 
„ procur'd ) fhall Baptize the Child; The I 
Church now provides no other Baptizer; V 
ſhe leaves Children to Dye without Bap- tl 
tiſm, rather than give allowance to any 
other to Baptize them in ſuch Cafes of | vi 
Extremity : and can we believe that if | Hb: 
ſhe thought Lay-Baptiſm to be Valid in 
its own Natur xd ſhe would have made 
ſuch Laws as confine Baptiſm to the Mi 
niſter of the Pariſh, or any other law ful 
Miniſter; Infomuch, that whoſoever elle 
ſhould now attempt to Baptize, in Caſes 
of Extremity, would involve himſelf; in 
Sin, by preſuming like Saul and others 
to meddle in Sacred Matters, where nei- 
ther God nor his Church have allowed 
him to concern himſelf? Can we pioufly 
[ believe, that ſhe denies even our m__ 
an 
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and conſequently all other unauthoriz'd 
Lay-men, to have the Power of mini- 
ſtring Sacraments, as we ſee ſhe do's by 
her Articles; and in Conſequence of this, 
in her preſent Office of Private Baptiſm, 
allow of no other than a Lawtul Miniſter 


to Baptize; when at the fame time {he 


teaches, that the Sacraments are generally 
neceſſary to Salvation; i. e. neceflary to the 
Salvation of all who can have them? Can 
a True Apoſtolical Church (as ours is) be 
ſuppos'd to do all this, and yet eſteem un- 
authoriz?d Lay-Baptiſms to be Valid? 
Do's ſhe mean, that Caſes of Neceſſity 
will make ſuch things Valid, as are in 
their own Nature Invalid, and could ne- 
ver have had any Validity at all, but by 
virtue of a Divine Law ? Could Baptiſm 
have been Good and Valid for Spiritual 


Purpoſes, if Chriſt's Law had not made 


it ſo? Is this Law obey'd, when an un- 


 authoriz'd Perſon attempts to Baptize ? 


Is the pretended, Baptiſm he gives, the 
inſtituted miniſtration of Chriſtian Bap- 
tiſm ? Do's our Church believe it to be 
ſo ?. In what Article of her Religion do's 
ſhe own this? Where is it to be found? 


And if our defenders of thoſe pretended 


Baptiſms do not tell us where, we mult 
conclude, that *tis becauſe they are not 
able, And indeed they cannot but know, 

that 
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that to make any Baptiſm Valid for Su- 
pernatural Purpoſes, there muſt be a Di- 
vine Supernatural Law; they cannot be 
ignorant, that our Church appeals to that 
Law, when ſhe ſays, *Tis not Lawful for 
any Man to adminiſter the Sacraments be- 
fore he be CalPd and Sent, as in her 23d 
Article; and therefore ſhe would not ven- 
ture upon ſo bold an Aﬀertion as that of 
the Validity of ſuch unauthoriz'd Bap- 
tiſms, either in Expreſs or more General 
Terms; becauſe ſhe knows, and has 
therefore pronounce*d them to be, con- 
trary to Chriſt's Inſtitution, and for that 
Reaſon, has made her Articles and Laws, 
to oblige us to obtain and adhere to, no 
other than the Authorized Baptiſm, And 
that we may all be ſecur'd of obtain- 
ing this Baptiſm, She is ſo very ſevere 
againſt the e Miniſter, who by his 
Negligence, ſuffers a Child in danger of 
Death, to die without Baptiſm, That in 
her 69th Canon ſhe thus Cenſures him; 


« If any Miniſter, being duly without any 


% manner of Colluſion, inform'd of the weak- 
«© neſs and danger of Death of any Infant 
«* unbaptiz'd in his Pariſh, and thereupon 
** defired to go or come to the Place where 
* the ſaid Infant remaineth to Baptize the 


fame, ſhall either wilfully refuſe ſo to do, 
| 0 


o 
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e or 45 purpoſe, or of groſs Negligence ſball 


« ſo defer the time, as when he might con- 
« wentently have reſorted to the Place and 
„ Baptize the ſaid Infant, it dieth through 
« {ach his Default,unbaptized; the ſaid li- 
“ niſter ſhall be Suſpended for three ll ſonthhs, 
6 and before his Reſtitution, ſhall acknow- 
&« ledge his Fault, and promiſe before his 
&« Ordinary, that he will not wittingly incar 
« the like again: Provided, that where 
« there is 4 Curate or Subſtitute, this 
« Conſtitution ſhall not extend to the Par- 
&« ſon, or Vicar himſelf, but to the Cu- 
rate or Subſtitute preſent. This Cen- 
ſure ſhe inflicts, only upon the Miniſter or 
his Curate preſent, becauſe they onlyare the 
Adminiſtrators of Baptiſm ; but certain- 
ly, if the Lay Father of the Child, or any 
other Lay Perſons in the Family, were 
ſuppos'd by the Church, to have in their 
Power the Valid miniſtration of Baptiſm 
in ſuch Caſes, the Church would have 
extended this Cenſure againſt him or 
them alſo, for ſuffering ſuch a Child to 
die Uabaptiz'd; but this our Church 
would not do, becauſe ſuch Perſons, by 
her 37th Canon, have not upon any ac- 
count whatſoever, the Power of Bapti- 
Zing, 
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| FS. XV. I know that our Author, and — 
| ſome others, will ſtill tell me, that J Pa 
have not prov'd,— That our Church |} ** 
| has, by herArticles,Canons,and Rubricks, 
| made or declared Lay-Baptiſm to be Inva- 

lid; becauſe, I have not produced any Aj 

thing ſaid by her, that do's in Direct and 


[ Expreſs Terms, aſſert Lay-Baptiſm to be 
Null and Void. | 
But I muſt, in anſwer to this, tell them, 
that this Objection ſmells Rank of Fana- 
ziciſm ; all Enemies to Truth, amuſe the 
Ignorant with this Evalive way of Argu- 
ing; Thus, the Quakers call for Expreſs 
Texts of Scripture,to prove the Neceflity 
of the Chriſtian Sacraments to the End 
of the World: The People call'd 3 
tiſts, require Expreſs words of Scripture for 
the Baptiſm of Infants : The Sabbatarians,. 
or Seventh-day Men, call for poſnive 
Texts,to prove the Firſt Day of the Week 
to be the Chriſtian Sabbath: And all our 
l Sectaries demand Direct and Expreſs 
i Texts, for the Divine Right of Epiſcopa- 
[1 cy ; but theſe their Clamours, were never 
it thought ſuſficient and juſt Anſwers, to 
the many Proofs that have been brought 
for thoſe Doctrines, from General Texts 
of Scripture, as Expound by the * 
a 
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ſal Practice of the pure Primitive Church. 
Our Author himſelf obſerves in his 12th 
Page, That Men may make Premiſes if 
« they will, but Conſequences make them- 
&« ſelves ; If Baptiſm be abſolutely neceſſa- 
« xy from 4 Lawful hand, 4-4 4 Lay- 
„ Hand be not 4 Lawful Hand, then 


„ Lay-Baptiſm : vt the Baptiſm - 


© that is abſolutely Neceſſary ; It muſt 
r therefore be had from a Hand that 
« is Lamful.“ Here he makes a full 
Period, and this he argues, to ſhew King 
James the Firſt's Inconſiſtency with him- 
ſelf, in aſſerting the abſolute Neceſſity of 
Baptiſm from a Lawful Hand ; and yet 
denying (what he calls) Rebaptization, 
to thole who were Baptized by Lay 
Hands, whom the King affirm'd alſo to 
be Unlawful Hands. This Argument of 
our Author againſt King James, ſtands 
equally good 1n the preſent Caſe before 
us, for the Church has made ſuch Pre- 
miſes by her Articles and Laws, as de- 
termine, that to adminiſter Sacraments 
unauthoriz'd Hands are Unlawful Hands; 
the Law by which ſhe comes to know 
this, has alſo determin'd, that *tis neceſ- 
ſary for us to receive Sacraments from 
Lawful Hands, — the Conſequence makes 
itſelf, that Baptiſm by unauthoriz'd 
Hands, is not the Baptiſm that is Ne- 
| E cellary : 
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vn 


ceſſary : — Therefore by the Laws of 
Chriſt, and of our Church, it muſt be had 
from Lawful, 1. e. Authorized Hands; 
this we gain from our Author's Argu- 
ment againſt King James. But not to 
put theſe Gentlemen off thus; It is noto- 
rious, that Public Acts, or Laws, either 
of Church or State, winch empower Men 
to confer ſuch Privileges on others, as 
they could not obtain before ſuch Publick 
Acts or Laws were made; I fay *tis Evi- 
dent, that ſuch publick Laws are gene- 
rally made in ſuch Terms, as do not Ex- 
prefly Null and make Void, the Attempts 
of uncommiſſioned Perſons, who pretend 
to give the Privileges granted by thoſe 
Publick Acts; and yet, thoſe publick Ats 
or Laws do, by neceſſary Canſequence, 
Invalidate and make Void the Attempts 
of all Uncommiſhoned Pretenders; for 
this Reaſon; Becauſe, the granting a 
Commiſſion to confer on others ſuch par- 
ticular and ſpecial Privileges, plainly im- 


plies, that thoſe Privileges are not to be 


had, (under the preſent Circumſtance 
of things) but by virtue of that Commil- 
ſion ; elſe, what need of the Legiſlators 
giving any Commiſſion at all? *Tisenough 
that the Law preſcribes a Commiſſion; 


this Limitizz Act of the Law ech 
the 
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the VDucommiſſion d, and this Excluſion of 
them, makes their Acts (for which 
the Commiſſion was appointed by the 
Law) to be meer Nullities, as is plain in 
Caſes of Naturalizations and Freedoms, 
to be granted and conferr'd (according to 
Law) by Commiſſion'd Officers and Ma- 
giſtrates; for, if Aliens and Strangers (in 
ſuch Caſes) apply themſelves to others to 
be Naturaliz'd or made Free, they'll find 
themſelves miſtaken in their imaginary 
Privileges; and notwithſtanding all the 
formal pretences of the uncommiſſion'd 
Perſons they apply*d themſelves to, they'll 
be all as deſtitute of a Freedom as they 
were before ſuch their Application; be- 
cauſe, the thing they ſought for, was by 
the Law appointed to be conferr'd on 
them, only by Commiſſion'd Perſons ; and 
without this Law, they had no right at 
all to ſuch a Freeedom. 


$. XVI. This is the very Caſe of Bap- 
tiſm appointed by Chriſt himſelf, to 
be perform'd by his Commiſſion'd Offi- 
cers, and (his Law has diſcover'd to us 
no others that can miniſter it) ſor the re- 
ceiving of us into the number of his Chil- 
dren, and making us free Denizens of his 
Spiritual Kingdom; This is a Privilege 
| E e uſpeaks 
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unſpeakahly Great and Glorious: But, 
without our ſubmiting to this Law of his, 
we have no aſſurance of obtaining it; If 
we do not receive our Title to it at their 
Hands, whom he has Commiſſion'd to 
convey it, we fruſtrate the Deſign of his 
Law; and conſequently receive not that 
which his Law intended us, becauſe he 
committed the Authority of veſting us 
with it, Only to thoſe who bear his 
Commiſſion, and our Refuſing or Neg» 
lecting to receive the Title to this Privi- 
lege at their Hands, is a deſpiling of his 
Authority), whoſe Commiſſion they are 
veſted with, and conſequently a putting 
our ſelves out of the Condition preſcrib'd 
to us, by the fundamental Law of Chriſt, 
the Supreme Legiſlator of the Chriſtian 
Church, | | 
Our Church in conformity to this Ori- 
ginal Law of our Saviour, has made Arti- 
cles, Canons and Rubricks, which aſſert 
this Power to be in No Others, but his 
Commiſſion'ꝰd Officers : She denies it to 
belong to Any other Man; nay, to out 
very Princes; and do's therefore in all 
her publick Acts require, that we apply 
our ſelves to the Lawful Miniſter for Bap- 
tiſm ; She provides no other,for Caſes of 
greatelt Extremity ; and what is this, but 
wi ore 
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| confiningthePower of Baptiſm to the law- 
ful — and therefore, of excluding 
f all others from that Power; and in conſe- 
r quence of that, Nulling and making Void 
0 their Acts, tho' not in expreſs Words, 
5 yet by the neceſſary conſequence of her 
t 
C 
5 
8 


' Laws, agreeable to thoſe Laws that were 
made by Chrift himſelf? 
7 ”"—_ do's the Scripture in expreſs 
Terms Null and make Void a Baptiſm 
Þ perform*d without Water? Certainly, no 


\ 


—— the Law of Chriſt makes it 


is Null; becauſe it requires Water. Where 
e do's the Scripture in poſitive Terms pro- 
8 nounce Baptiſm Null and Void, when per- 
qd formed without the Form in the Name of 


t, the Trinity? No where; yet it is Null and 
n Void by Chriſt's Law, becauſe, that, re- 
: quires the Form in the Name of the Tri- 
1 nity: So, Laſtly, where does the Sacred 
1 Scripture in Direct, Plain, Poſſitive 
rt Terms, fay ; that Baptiſm by One zot 
15 Commiſſion d is Void, and of no Effect? 
to This is a Queſtion will pleaſe the Adver- 
ur ſary, and I afſure him, that I know of no 
all ſuch poſitive, dire& Text; and yet fuch 
ly 2 Baptiſm is Null and Void by Chriſt's 
P- Inſtitution; becauſe, that Law of his 
requires, That Baptiſm ſhould be per- 

ut form'd by 4 Commiſfion'd Perſon. And I 
| SH Challenge 
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Challenge our Author to prove, that the 
Law of Chriſt lays a greater ſtreſs upon 


either Water or the Form, in the Name of - 


the Trinity, than it do's upon the Com- 


miſſion, and if it do's not, then the fame - 


Law that Nulls a Baptifm done without 


either Water or the Form, do's neceſſa- 


rily Null a Baptiſm perform*d without 
a Commiſſion. And conſequently our 
Church's, Articles, Canons ad Rubricks, 
aſſerting and requiring this Commiſhan 
as the Original Law it felt do's; mutt 
neceſſarily Null and Void a Baptiſm per- 
form'd without this Commiſſion, tho? 
ſhe do's not expreſly do ſo, any more than 
the Original Law of her Saviour do's. 


8. XVII. Our Author's Relation of the 


Conference at Hampton-Court, is nothing 


to the purpoſe; for the Opinions deliver? 

there, Page 6, 7, 8 and 9g. do not amount 
to any Publick Act of the Church of Eng- 
lund. King James diſlik'd the former al- 


lowance of Women and Laicks Baptizing. 


Arch-Biſhop Mhitgift a ffirm'd, that then 


it was not allow'd, but cenſur'd by the 


Biſhops in their Viſitations. The Biſhop 


of Morceſter, Babington; That the firſt 


Reformers made the Rubrick in King 
Edward's Book ambiguouſly, becauſe o- 
Nan: of | therwiſe 


ſon 


Null and Uoid, &. 21 
therwiſe perhaps the Book would not 
then have paſs'd the Parliament, -Bi- 
ſhop Bancroft; That the Rubrick intend- 
ed a Permiſſion of Private Perſons to 
Baptize in a Caſe of Neceſſity ; that it 
was agreeable to the Practice of the An- 
cient Church— and for this appeals to 
Acts ii. where mention is made of three 
thouſand being baptiz?d in a Day, which 
could not be ſuppos'd to be done by St. 
Peter himſelf— but the Anſwer to the 
Baptizing of ſo many in ſo ſhort a time 
is eaſie, without ſuppoſing unauthoriz'd 
Lay-Baptizers ; for all the Apoſtles were 
then at Jeruſalem; and if each of them 
had taken his ſhare, it would not have 
amounted to above 250 Perſons to be 
Baptiz'd by an Apoſtle in a Day, which 
might eaſily have been compaſs d by him, 
conſidering that it was then the Cuſtom 
to Baptize in Rivers or Brooks, where 
10 or 20 Perſons might have been bap- 
tiz'd at once, by one Apoſtle's applying 
Water to them all at a time, with only 
once ſaying, 1 Baptize ye in the Name 
of the Father &c. it there had been any 
need for it; as I think there was not, 
becauſe the Apoſtles might Authorize by 
their Power a ſufficient Number of Per- 
ſons to do the Work, as we find St. Peter 
did 
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did upon the occaſion of Cornelius and his 


Company's Baptiſm; for the Scripture 
tells us, That he commanded them to be 
Baptis d, &c. Acts X. 48. they were not 


baptiz'd by «nauthoriz'd Perſons, but by 


ſuch as acted by the _ Command: As 
here alſo, tis plain that the Three Thoa- 


ſand were not baptiz'd by Perſons who act- 


ed without, much leſs in oppoſition to the Au- 
thority of the Apoſtles, for © they continued 


&« ſtedfaftly in the Apoſtle's Doctrine and 


« Fellowſhfp, which ua could not be 
ſaid to have done, if they had acted with- 


out, or in oppoſition to their Authority and 


Commiſſion, and therefore their Caſe is 


no ways applicable to our Diſſenters, who 


act in oppoſition to the Apottolic Autho- 
rity and Power now lodg'd in Chriſtian 
Biſhops ——But to return to the Hamp- 
ton-Court Conference King James 
preſs'd the Neceſſity of Baptiſm if law- 
fully to be had, 7. e. from lawfal Miniſters, 
by whom alone, and no private Perſon in 
any Caſe, it may be adminiſter'd (ſays 
the King) tho? (continues his Majefty) I 
utterly diſlike all Rebaptization on thoſe 
whom Women or Laicks have Baptiz'd. 
The Biſhop of Winzton----Bilſon, ſaid, 
that, To deny private Perſons to Baptize 


ia Caſe of Neceſſity, were to croſs all 
Anti- 
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Antiquity, and the common Practice of 
the Church, it being a Rule agreed on a- 
mongſt Divines, that the Miniſter is not 
of the Eſſence of the Sacrament. King 

ames anſwer'd, Tho? he be not of the 
Eſſence of the Saerament, yet is he of 
the Eſſence of the Right and Lawful Mi- 
niſty thereof, &c. to which that Biſhop 
made no Reply. Now, what can any 
one learn from all this, concerning the 
Judgment of the Church of ' Exglazd ? 
We have here only Five or Six Members 
of the Church debating this Matter; ſome 
for, and others againſt the Rubrick in 
King Edward's Book; — but in this whole 
Conference, nothing that can be brought 
ſo much as to Countenance our Diſſenters 
and other unauthoriz'd Lay-Baptiſms; 


for the Queſtion was upon the Whole, 


only whether the Church, i. e. the Bi- 
ſhops thereof, could or ſhould Authorize 
Lay-men or Midwives. to Baptize in 
Caſe of Neceſſity; Whatever may be the 
reſult of ſuch a Diſpute, our unautho- 
riz'd Baptiſms can gain nothing by it, 
for, if our Biſhops could (as our firſt Re- 
tormers bred up under the Church of 
Rome ſeem to think they could) give Lay- 
men ſuch Authority; yet 'tis Fact, that 


as our Church's Laws now ſtand, the 
F Bi- 
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Biſhops have not fo authoriz'd Lay-men, | « 
for the Old Rubrick,was alter'd-upon this 
Conference, and afterwards the Altera. ] 
tion was Confirm'd by Convocation, on 
purpoſe to keep out Lay-Baprizers, even 
in Kickes of Neceſſity; whereby the 
Church's former Act of allowing Lay 
Members of her Communion to Baptize, 
was Repealed, and therefore our Diſſen- 
ters Baptiſms are unauthoriz*d Baptiſms; 
they are alſo void of the leaſt Pretence to 
Neceſſity; being a deliberate and wilful 
Choice of their-own, in oppoſition to the 
Authority- of the Church : And by what 
Rule they can be Valid, is not to be ima- 
gin'd, ſince they are not fo by any Law 
either of our Church, or of the pure Pri- 
mitive Church of Chriſt. | 
F. XVIII. Our Author acknowledges 
page 17. That Our Church. do's now Cal 
&« for and require a Lamful Miniſter ; Oe, 
* Epiſcopally Oraain'd; that ſhe neither al- 
* lows nor permits any other to Baptize, that 
&« [be hereby Implicitely forbids. az» other; 
and enquires after, Cenſures and Puniſh- 
&« es (where ſhe can) ſuch as Adminiſter Bap- 
e tiſm if they are not qualified Lawfwlly to do 
1, and yet he do's not think the = 
„Church of England do's by any, or all theſe 
« Raubricks Ci. e. of Private Baptiſm ] 
e intend to make or declare Lay-Baptiſm to be 
« Invalid, 
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« Invalid, ——for if it did (ſays he page 
« 18.) it wonld Certainly and Exprefly Or- 
der ſuch Children (as were only Bap- 
« tiz'd by Lay-men) to be Re-baptiz'd.” 
But I muſt defire this Gentleman to 
think again For notwithſtanding his 
firſt Thoughts; theſe Limiting Acts of 
the Church, taken in Conjunction with her 
Articles, which make the Commiſſion Ef- 
ſent ial to the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm; 
do by neceſſary Conſequence Null, and 
make Void Un- authoriz d Baptiſm, for 
the ſeveral reaſons I have before Inſiſted 
on; and if theſe Baptiſms are ſo made Null 
and Void, then there muſt neceſſarily fol- 
low (what our Author Calls) Re- baptiza- 
tion and which I term to be no other, 
than the One Inſtituted Chriſtian Bap- 
tiſm; - to which give me leave to add, 
that in our Preſent Office for Private Bap- 
tiſm, there is a Rubrick which prohibits 
Re-baptizations, in ſuch a Manner, as ne- 
ceſſarily implies a Command to Re-baptize 
in our Authors Language ] in ſome par- 
ticular Caſes; and the Rubrick is this, 

f the Miniſter ſhall find by the anſwers of 
&« ſach as bring the Child, that all things 
„were done as they ought to be; 
* then ſhall not he Chriſten the Child 4. 
gain, but ſhall receive him as One of the 
Flock of True Chriſtian People, ſaying 
* thas, F 2 ah 
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l Certify you that in this Caſe all is 
„Mell done; and according unto due 
« D2der Concerning the Baptizing of 
* this Child; ” Here's a Prohibition of 
Chriſtening again; upon this, and this On- 
Condition, That all things were done as 

& they ought to be, which is a Plain in- 
timation, that if all things were not done 
as they ought to be, the Miniſter of the 
Pariſh muſt Chyiften the Child; other- 
wiſe how can he receive the Child as ap- 
pointed; and tell us in the Church's 
Words all is well done, and according unto 
due Order, when all is nor well done, and 
due Order has not been Obſerv*d ? The all 
Things which the Church in her Articles, 
Canons, and Rubricks requires to be done, 
are, that the Baptiſm be perform'd by an 
Authorized Perſon ; that it be with Wa- 
ter; and that it be done in the name of the 
Trinity; ſhe (as our Saviour himſelf did 
before her) Defines all theſe Three to be 
Neceſſary and if ſhe ſeems to give any 
preference to One more than another, tis 
to the Commiſſion by which the Baptizer 
Acts, as we may ſee in her ſeveral Articles 
before Diſcours'd on; however, by our 
Author's own Confeſſion page 17, ſhe al- 
lows of no other, inſtead of the Commy/- 
ſon'd Baptizer; therefore if another did 
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it, the Deſign of the Church is fruſtrated ; 
this is Contrary to due Qrder, and there- 
fore cannot be Certified to be well Done, as 
this Rubrick deſign'd it, conſequently 4 
things were not © done as they ought to be; 
therefore what was not done as it ought to 
be, muſt now be done; that is, the Child 


muſt be Baptiz d by the Lawful Miniſter, 


to make good the Truth of this Rubrick, 

& I certify you &c. For can it be believed 
by any reaſonable Man ; that our Church 
requires her Prieſts to utter ſuch Untruths 
as theſe concerning Perſons Waſh'd or 
Sprinkled by anauthoriæ d Lay-Teachers, 
ſuch as our Diſſenters are, I Certiſ you 

& that in this Caſe all is well done, and 
L according unto due D2der ; when tis 
ſo 1/1 done, and directly contrary to Order 


--.-that it is Wicked, becauſe not Law- 


ful, as being contrary to the very In- 
ſtitution of Baptiſm, as ſhe has ſufficient- 
ly taught us; and *cis alſo directly in op- 


poſition to her own Expreſs Order and 


Command ? Is all well Done, when Chriſt's 
and the Church's Laws are tranſgreſs'd ? 
Are all things according unto due Order, 
when Our Saviour's, and the Church's 
Rules are oppos'd ? this the Church do's 
not require her Prieſts to affirm, *tis abo- 


minable to ſuppoſe that ſhe do's any _ 
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38 Diflenters Baptiſin 
like it; and therefore ſhe do's not in this 
Rubrick enjoin the Miniſter of the Pariſh 


ſo to receive Perſons, who have only been 


Waſl'd and Sprinkled by unauthoriz'd 
Lay Teachers; and Conſequently, expects 
by this her Law, that they be qualified, 
to have thoſe Words verify'd concerning 
them ; and that can be (under the preſent 
Circumſtances) by no other means, than 
that of Baptiſm, by one Commiſſion'd to 


Adminiſter it. 


§. XIX. But in Oppoſition to all this, 
our Author tries to prove, © That the 
* Churchof England hath in theRabricks [for 
private Baptiſm, ]“ declar'd her Judgment 
to be, that (in the Words of Biſhop Bil- 
« /oz) The Miniſter is not of the Eſſence 
ok the Sacrament. And this he labours 
at in Page 20, 21, and 22. And the whole 
of what he ſays there amounts only to 
this, that becauſe the Church in thoſe 
Rubricks do's not call the Lamful Miniſter 
an Eſſential of Baptiſm ; but 1ncerts this 
Clauſe before her two laſt Queſtions, vis. 
„ Becauſe ſome things Eſſential tothis Sacr a- 
*« ment may happen to be omitted through 


I tar or Haſte in ſuch times of Extremity, 


te therefore demand farther of you. With 
* what Matter was this Child Baptized? 


« With 
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« With what Words was this Child Baptiz'd ? 
That therefore the Church determins the 
Water and form of Words in the Name of 
the Trinity, to be the Only Eſſentials 
belonging to the Sacrament ; becauſe ſhe 
do's not ſay, If it cannot appear that the 
Child was Baptiz'd by a Lanful Miniſter, 
let it be conditionally Baptiz'd; all that 
ſhe ſays is, If they which bring the In- 
« fant, & c. do make ſuch uncertain Anſwers, 
„ &C. 4s that it cannot appear that the Child 
« was Baptiz'd with Water, in the Name of 
« the Father, &c. (which are eſſential parts 
4 of Baptiſm) then let the Prieſt Baptize it 
in the Form, &c. If thou art not already 
« Baptized, N. I Baptize thee, &c. From 
all which he concludes, that in the Judg- 
ment of the Church of Exglaud, the M.. 
niſter is not of the Eſſence of the Sacrament. 
Or rather {if he means any thing at all to 
the purpoſe) That the Miniſter is not 
Eſſential to the adminiſtration of the Sa- 
crament. This is the full Scope of all 
that he ſays: ——And to this I Anſwer, 
The Church put in theſe Diſtinguiſhing 
words of Eſſential parts of Baptiſm, con- 
cerning Mater, and the Form in the 
Name of the Trinity, to oppoſe the He- 
reſy of ſome who deny'd the neceſſity of 
Water; and. of the Socinians, and other 

| Hereticks, 
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Herericks,who deny'd the Doctrine of the 


Trinity, and refus'd to Baptize in that 


Name; and this ſhe did, not with a deſign 


to exclude the neceſſity of the Lawful 
Miniſter, — But further, J affirm, That 


the Inference he draws, viz. That in the 


Judgment of the Church of England, there 
is nothing elſe Eſſential to the miniſtration 
of Baptiſm; and therefore that the Lawful 
Miniſter is not Eſſential to the miniſtration 
thereof, is a falſe Concluſion ; becauſe, the 
Church in this Office, do's not pronounce 
thoſe two things to be the Ozly Eſſentials 
relating to the Sacrament; which ſhe muſt 
have done, if ſhe deſign'd by this Office 
to have-excluded the Miniſter from ha- 
ving oy Eſſential Relation thereto ; her 
calling thoſe two by the Name ot ſome 
Things Eſſential to this Sacrament, or in o- 
ther words, Eſſential parts of Baptiſm, 
Plainly leaves room for the Commiſſion'd 
Officer, who is the Perſon Eſſentially re- 
lated thereto; they, are the the Eſſential 
parts of the Thing to be adminiſtred; 


and hie is the Eſſential Officer who is to 
adminiſter it; for, if the Church did here 


deſign to exclude the Miniſter from being 
Eſſential to the adminiſtration of the Sa- 
crament, {he would contradict her own 


Articles, which teach, That he is the E 


ſential 


„Nulli and Uoid, &c. 41 
ſential Jdminiftrator ; and we mult not al- 
low that the Church is contradictious to 
her ſelf. 

The Church in her zoth Article, ſpeak- 
ing of both Kinds, vir. The Bread and 
Wine in the Sacrament of the Lord's 
Supper, calls them Both the Parts of the 
Lord's Sacrament; Will our Author 
from hence iofer, that Bread and Wine 
given ſeriouſly in a Religzous manner by 
a Lay-man or Woman, as the Lord's 
Sacrament, is therefore the Lord's Sa- 
crament ? Will he ſay, That the Prieſt 
is not as nearly related to the Admini- 
ſtration of this Sacrament, as the Bread 
and Wine are to the Sacrament it ſelf? 
For the Church here, calls nothing but 
Bread and Wine the Parts of this Sacra- 
ment ; but in otherof her Laws ſhe makes 
the Lawful Miniſter, Eſſential to the mini- 
tration of thoſe Parts; and therefore Bread 
and Wine are not all the Eſſentials rela» 
ting to the Sacrament, tho? this 3oth Ar- 
ticle mentions no more than Bread and 
Wine. Suppoſe a particular Law ſhould 
lay, that Signing and Sealing a Covenant 
tor Example, are Eſſential Parts of the 
Covenant, would any One who knew 
the Nature of a Covenant, from hence 
conclude, that the Law meant — 
| 6 that 
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are Eſſential parts [of the Covenant] of 
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that there is nothing elſe that has any Eſſen. 
tial Relation to the Covenant? Do's not 
every Body that knows what a Covenant 
is, agree, that notwithſtanding this mode 
of ſpeaking, another Law requires, that 
the Signing and Sealing muſt be by a 
proper Perfon ; and that therefore, this 
other Law, makes that proper Perſon an 
Eſſential Relation to the Covenant, inſo- 
much, as that it is Void by Law, it not 
Sign'd and SeaPd by him? This is a very 
familiar Inſtance, and exactly agreeable 
to the Caſe before us ; for the Church 
by theſe Rubricks ſays, That Water and 
the Form in the Name of the Trinity, 


Baptiſm, but every one who knows the 
Church's Laws concerning this Covenant, 
knows, that ſhe do's not hereby fay, 
that there is nothing elſe that has any 
Eſſential Relation to Baptiſm ; for, not- 
withanding this way of ſpeaking in her 
Rubricks, [ Eſſential parts of Baptiſm] 
there are other Laws of hers that require 
theſe Efſential parts of Baptiſm to be ap- 
ply'd by an Authoriz'd Perſon, and that 
do therefore make this Authoriz'd Perſon 
to be an Eſſential Relation to this Cove- 
nant of Baptiſm ; inſomuch, as that it 1s 
Void by thoſe other Laws, if not per. 
- =» — formed 
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formed by him. This is evident by the 
Church's own publick Acts; for in her 
23d, 26th, 27th, and 37th Articles of 
Religion, &c. founded upon Chriſt's In- 
ſtitution of Baptiſm, which is the Only 
Original Law by which ſhe, and all others 
can judge what are the Eſſentials of Bap- 
tiſm, and of the Adminiſtration thereof; 
I fay, *tis certain from theſe, and J hope 
I have prov'd it, that our Church has 
pronounced and determined, That the 
Lawful Miniſter is Eſſential to the admi- 
niſtration of Baptiſm ; and becauſe he is 
Eſſential to the adminiſtration of it, there- 
fore ſhe ſecures to us, that he ſhall admi- 
niſter it, by her 69th Canon, and by theſe 
Rubricks, as I have before obſerv'd. This 
being done, the Church had no need then 
to make further enquiry into the Eſſential 
of the Adminjſtration, becauſe her pre- 
ceeding Rubricks , and the true Anſwer 
to the firſt Queſtion, © By whom was this 
* Child Baptiz'd, had already fatisfied the 
Laws of Chrift and his Church, concern- 
ing the Eſſential Adminiſtrator , and all 
Occaſion of further Enquiry concerning 
him was taken away, and therefore no 


. need of any expreſs Rule for Conditional 


Baptiſm, upon ſuppoſition of the want be- 
fore, of a Lawful Miniſter ; but if ever 


G 2 ſuch 
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Baptiz d before by a Lawful Miniſte 
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ſuch an Accident as the want of a Law. 


ful Miniſter ſhould happen; the Church 


has provided alſo for that, in a more ge- 
neral Rubrick of this Office, as I have 
before obſerv'd in my XVIIIch Seftjon: 
— To which I add, that the Miniſter of 
the Pariſh is not bound to ask any Que» 
{tions at all concerning the Child's pre- 
vious Baptiſm, if it was not Baptized by 
a Lawful Miniſter ; for, the Rubrick fays, 
« Bat f the Child were Baptiz)d by any o- 
« ther Lawful Miniſter, then the Miniſter 
4 of the Pariſh ſhall Examine and try whe- 
« ther the Child be Lanjuty Baptized or no: 
He is Then, when the Child has been 
er, to 
try and Examine; — therefore not oblig'd 
to try or Examine any thing about it, 
when *tis pretendedly Baptiz d by an un- 
authoriz'd Perſon ; for that faves him the 


Enquiry, whether *twas Lawfully , be- 


cauſe *twas Uzlawfully Baptiz d: So care- 
ful is the Church to ſecure the Baptiſm 
by a Lawful Miniſter, becauſe Her Arti- 
cles make him Eſſential to the ad- 


miniſtration of Baptiſm, Her Buſineſs 


was next to ſecure the Eſſentials of the 


Thing Adminiffred, becauſe, even fome of 


them might have. been omitted by the 
haſte, &c. of the Eſſential Adminiſtrator : 
| 4 For 

So 
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For, the Office or Authority of the Bap- 
tizer, tho Eſſential to the adminiſtration 
of this Sacrament, is not ſufficient to 
give Validity by it ſelf, without the E/- 
ſentials of the Thing to be adminiſtred, 
which are Water and the Form in the 
Name of the Trinity. Theſe are the 
« Some Things Eſſential to this Sacrament 
which the Church ſpeaks of, and the 
Commiſſion is the other Eſſential to the 
adminiſtration of it, which the Church 
alfo equally aſſerts in her Articles, With- 
out theſe three Eſſentials requir'd b 
Chriſt's Inſtitution, and the Church's 
Articles, Canonsand Rubricks, the Church 
knows of no Perfect Baptiſm ; and *tis: on- 
ly upon the account of all, L i. e. theſe } 
things, being done as they ought to be, that 
ſhe prohibits, by a foregoing Rubrick in 
| this Office, a Rebaptization. 
lj Before I take my leave of our Author 
upon this Head, I muft recommend to 
| him theſe two Memorandums, which are 
very much to the purpoſe of what I am 
anſwering to his Obje&tion. 
1ſt. That the Authoriz'd Miniſter being 
Eſſential to the adminiſtration of the Sa- 
crament, Cauſes, that when an Unau- 
thoriz'd Perſon attempts to adminiſter 
it, he do's nothing in the Deſign of the 


J Law; 


c 
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Law ; juſt as when a Porter attempts b 


his pretended Authority to give a free- 
dom of this City, tho? with all the other 
Formalities requir'd, yet gives 20 Free. 
dom, becauſe the Chamberlain is the Eſ- 
ſential Adminiſtrator of Freedoms by 


the Law.——And, 
2aly, That the Eſſential Matter and 
Words of a Sacrament to be adminiſter d, 


may be ready at hand, and yet-ſignifie 


nothing to the purpoſe of a Sacrament, 
for want of due Application by an Eſ- 
ſential Miniſter; juſt as the Eſſential 
Words of a Covenant may be ready 
drawn up, the Parchment Stamp'd, the 
Sealing-Wax Drop'd, the Impreſſion of 
the Seal made thereon ; and it may be 
Sign'd too; and yet ſignifie nothing to 
the purpoſe of a Covenant, for want of 
either the Principal who is to Sign, Seal, 
and deliver the Deed ; or elſe his Attor- 
ney appointed by him, to do it in his 
ſtead ;—— Let who will elſe do this it 


amounts to nothing, *tis a meer Nullity 
in the Eye of the Law toall Intents and 


Purpoſes ; tho? the Law ſhould omit to 
ſay ſo in expreſs Words; yet the very 
Nature of the thing as the Law ſtands, 
do's neceſſarily inter that it is Null and 


Void: — And if the Law ſhould be fo 


Expreſs 


la 
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Expreſs as to declare it Null for want of 
being Samp'd, it do's not thence follow 
that it is Good and. Valid when  ozly 
Stamp'd, and not Sign'd and SeaPd by 
the proper Perſon ; for the want of this 
proper Perſon will ſtill make it Null; 
tho? the Letter of the Law do's not ex- 
preſly Null it for that Want. | 

$. XX. I had like to have forgot to take 
Notice of another thing Inſinuated by this 


Author; which in the Opinion of ſome 


People may be thought very Material ; 
and *tis in page 18, 19, and 32, &c. where 
he would argue, that the Church of Exg- 
land do's not neceſſarily Invalidate Lay- 
Baptiſm by requiring in her Office of 
Baptiſm, that the Lawful Miniſter ſhould 
Baptize, he ſays, that the Invalidity of 
Lay-Baptiſm, is no neceſſary Conſequence 
of this Order of our Church ; becauſe, 
the Church of Rome in all the Rubricks 
of her Office of Baptiſm, only mentions 
the Prieſt, the Sacerdos; ſhe tells us in 
none of them, that ſhe permits or allows 
of any other but a Sacerdos,---and yet 


do's not in Conſequence of theſe her Ru- 


bricks (which ſeem to confine the Power 
of Baptiſm to the Prieſt.-) make Null 
and Void Lay-Baptiſm, for every Body 
knows that ſhe allows it to be Good and 

| Valid; 
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valid; This is what our Author thinks a = 
good Argument : But the Anſwer there- an 
| to is Exceeding eaſie. The Church of gu 
| England reſtrains and confines the Power Chi 
1 of Baptizing to the Lawful Miniſter, o/ 
| by all her Preſent Publick AQs ; ſhe »o ker 
| where either in her Canons, Articles, or c 
Rubricks, allows any other this Power 7 
for Caſes of greateſt extremity, and 7 
therefore we reckon that her Deſign is, « 
to Invalidate Lay-Baptiſm; But the 7 
Church of Rowe, ſeems to confine this 3 
| Power to the Sacerdos in all the Rubricks 7 
| of her Office; tho in reality by her Pub- « 
| lick Canons ſhe declares that ſhe gives &« 
that Power to Lay-men, and by theſe ce 
her Canons now in force, which are her 7 
Laws as much as her Rubricks are, ſhe ce 
tells all the World that her Rubricks are 7: 
not deſign'd to confine the Power of Ba « 
tiſm, only to the Prieſt ; but that lhe al. the / 


ſo allows of the Validity of Lay-Ba 
tiſm; which the Church of Eneland 0 wo 
where do's. And therefore the Argument as he 
from the Rubricks of the Church of 0 7 
Rome; to the Rubricks of the Church of @« phe 


England is utterly falſe. | « fro 
OM | | cc | 
g. XXI. I am now come to what our « 60 


Author calls his ſecond Proof, page 24 
a 


Null and Uoid, &. 49 
and to it I ſhall tack his third and Laſt, 
page 36, being both alike Subſtantial; 
and to be overthrown by the ſame Ar- 
guments. His ſecond Proof, That the 
Church hath by no Publick Act of hers, made 
or Declar'd Lay-Baptiſm to be Invalid, is ta- 
ken, « from the ſilence of the Church of En- 
« gland in this particular, that ſhe has 
“in no Pablick Act of hers, Order'd ſuch 
&« as have been Baptiz'd by Lay Hands, to 
&« be Rebaptiz'd by 4 Lawful Mi 


niſter;,— 
& But that the Piſpops ever ſince the Re- 
& ftoration confirmed ſuch Baptig' d Per- 
&« ſons, as well as thoſe that were Baptiz'4 
« by Lawful Miniſters. That moſt Peo- 
& ple will conclude from hence, that 4 Bi- 
&« ſhop who ſo confirmed, held thoſe Baptiſms 
«© tobe Valid, and he thinks this is as plain 
& 45 if if were deduc'd from Definitions, 
„ Axioms, and Propoſitions, page 27, 
4 cc. This laſt is a pretty Rub upor 
the Author of Lay-Baptiſm Invalid, but 
how good the Argument is, Let the In- 
telligent Reader judge. His third Proof 
as he terms it, is fetch'd “ from the Sie 
* lence of the Preachers, and the Writers of 
« the Church of England in this Point 
« from 1660, to the Tear 17/0, —and 
« from my Lords, the Biſhops giving no 
* Charge to their C in their Viſitati- 


on 
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& ons, & c. That all Lay-baptiæ d Perſo 

« muſt be Baptiæ d a. nem; and he ſays, 

« page 37, 38, If this Silence of the Ec- 

&« cleſiaſtical Governours; of the Pariſh 

« Prieſts ; and of the Writers of Contro- 

« werſy, be not 4 Proof of the Church of 

« England's Judgment in the matter; 

« I muſt Deſpair of knowing what can be 
„ One. — For this reaſon, becauſe 
he knows in his Conſcience that his 
whole Book is built upon no better 
Foundation, tlian this pretended Silence; 
he inſiſts upon it; that © the Biſhops 

« Confirmations[ of Lay-baptiz'd Per- 

& ſons] in 1661, and fince; and the 
„ Churches ordering none of them to be 
( Rebaptiz'd is a good Proof, page 29.” 
J ſuppoſe he here means the Church's zo: 
Ordering any of them to be Rebaptiz'd 
—— for, the Church's [ Ordering zone of 
them ] has another meaning than J be- 
live he deſign'd. 

But in Anſwer to all this; I have al- 
ready endeavour'd to prove, that the 
Church in Convocation, whoſe Voice we 
may ſtill hear if we pleaſe, in her Arti- 
cles, Canons, and Rubricks ; is not Si- 
lent, but ſpeaks loudly enough to us con- 
cerning this matter; and I know of 10 
other Voice of the Church of England on 
5 SS | that 
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that. If any would Obtrude upon us the 
Practice of particular Members how great 
and Numerous ſoever; and call that, 
thePrinciple and Doctrine of our Church; 
before we give him Credit, he muſt allow 
us to Compare their Practice, with the 
Church's Written and Publiſh'd Articles 
and Laus, and if we find Practices Incon- 
ſiſtent with theſe, we muſt prefer the latter, 
and reject and bewail the former. who 
tells this Author, that the Biſhops con- 
firm'd Lay Baptiz d Perſons, as ſuch ? that 
their Lordſhips did it with a particular 
regard to the Validity of ſuch Baptiſms ? 
What if I ſhould aſfirm, that tho? du- 
ring the time of the long Unnatural Re- 
bellion, the Epiſcopal Miniſters were 
thrown out of their Livings, yet they 
perform'd their Spiritual Functions, and 
Baptiz'd the Children of the Members 
of the Church of England; and that al- 
moſt all the Teachers, who got into their 
Benefices by complying with the Wick- 
edneſs of the Times, had before been E- 
piſcopally Ordain'd, and ſo were impower- 
ed to Baptize; and that upon theſe Ac- 
counts the Biſhops when they Contirm'd 
after the Reſtoration, might not ſuppoſe 
that any were brought to be Confirm'd 
by them, but ſuch as had been Epiſcopally 
EX 1+ af H 2 Bapriz'd ; 
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Baptiz'd; and that they did not expect 
any of our Anti-Epiſcopal Diſſenters 
Children who were otherwiſe Baptiz'd, 
ſhould be brought to them for Con firm- 
ation? What if I ſhould inſiſt upon theſe 
things ? Can our Author proveto the con- 
trary ? If he can;then how do's he know, 
but the Biſhops of that time, Subject to 
like Failings and Paſhons with other Men, 
were loth by ſuch Diſcriminating Acts 
to rouze the Turbulent Spirit of Rebel- 
lion, then but hardly lay'd afleep, by the 
. Reſtoration? What if the Experience 
they had had of Arch-Biſhop Laud's Fate, 
who was brought to the Block by Phana- 
tick Fury, only for endeavouring to Re- 
ſtore and Eftabliſh much {ſmaller matters 
in the Church; might make them not 
willing to expoſe rhemfelves and the 
Church, to the inſatiable Rage of fuch 
Mercileſs Perſecutors; by their openly 
and in direct Terms Proclaiming Anti- 
Epiſcopal Diſſenters to be, not Incurpora- 
ted Members of Chriſt's Church ? Is it 
auy new thing for good Men, to be thus 
Latimidated ? Is not the great Apoſtle 
Sr, Peter, an Inſtance of this frailty of 
Humane Nature ? See his Behaviour with 
reſpect to the Jews and Gentiles, for which 
St. Paul withitood him to the Face, Gal. 
* 1 11. 11, 12. 
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it. 11, 12. St. Barnabas alſo was carri- 
ed away with the ſame Fault, to Tempo- 
rize with the Jewifh Chriſtians, for which, 
St. Paul loudly Proclaims, that © They 
« walked not uprightly, according to the 
Truth of the Goſpel. Indeed the very beſt 
of Men, without any Affront to their 
Character, yea, and very great Bodies 
of Men too, have been, ſtill are, and al- 
ways will be, in this World, liable to- 
Infirmities; and mutt Practices conſe. 
quent thereupon, be us'd as Arguments 
againſt the known Laws of that Church 
whereof they are Members, and even Go- 
vernors? Muſt theſe be call'd fuch Proofs ! 
ſo clear and ſo evident! that we muſt 
deſpair of Proofs if theſe are not ſo? This 
is amazing! But what is not a Proof to 
thoſe who will have it one ? However, to 
bring this Matter to a ſhort Iſſue. From 
particular Practices to Principles, there is 
no Argument: Let our Author prove, 
that the Confirmation of Perſons Bapti- 
Zed by unanthoriz?'d Baptizers, is a Ne- 
ceſſary Confequence of our Church's Ar- 
ticles and Laws concerning Baptiſm and 
Confirmation; and when he has done 
this, then I fairly promiſe him, pub- 
lickly to acknowledge, that it is the Judg- 
ment of the Church of England, that un- 

n 
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authoriz'd Baptiſms, and conſequently 
our Diſſenters Baptiſms, are good and 


Valid. — But this he has not yet 


done, and I dare further add, that he ne- 
ver will; therefore, the Church's Laws 
ſtand againſt him, and his Inſtances of 
promiſcuous Confirmations (among which 
ſome who never were Baptiz'd, either in 
reality, or in Pretence, have been admit- 
ted for Want of due Enquiry) are no more 
Arguments of the Church's Judgment, 
that unauthoriz'd Baptiſms are good and 
Valid; than the Confirmation of un bap- 
tiz d Perſons, is an Argument, that our 
Church eſteems Baptiſm not neceſſary, as 
a previous Qualification to be Confirm'd 
by the Biſhop. 


§. XXII. As for the Silence of our Wri- 
ters of Controverſy, it is plain, That 
ſome of them did inſiſt upon the invalidi- 
ty of our Diſſenters Ordinations I need 
not mention Particulars, they are in 


moſt Mens Hands who have addicted 


themſelves to the Study of ſuch Books; 


The Conſequence of this Invalidity 
the Diſſenters took very heinouſly, for 
they charg'd ſuch. Writers with it, 
that they thereby NulPd their Mini- 
{trations; thoſe Writers did not de- 


9 


a. 
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ny the Charge, and therefore in effect 
own'd the Conſequence ; and put it upon 
the Diſſenters to get clear of it; by pro- 
ving the validity of their Ordinations if 
they could; the Seperatiſts knew as 
well as every Body elfe, that our Con- 
troverſial Writers denying the Validity of 
their Orders, was a Conſequential deny- 
ing of the Validity of their Miniſtrations, 
and therefore they Labour'd hard, (tho 
all in vain) to prove that their Ordina- 
tions were good and Valid; for, if they 
had not attempted this, they eaſily per- 
ceiv'd, that their JIzzereſf would have 
ſunk, by the Departure of their deluded 
Proſelytes; who otherwiſe would have con 
cluded (as from a firſt Principle of Chri- 
ſtianity) that if their Teachers were zot 
Miniſters of Chriſt, they could not have 
the Power of miniſtring Chriſt's Sacra- 
ments; this is ſo natural a Concluſion, 
that you may hear it always drawn from 
the 1zvalidity of Ordinations, by the Ho- 
neſt and Sincere of all Parties, whoſe 
Minds are not corrupted by other falſe 
Principles. Tell but an Honeſt Presbyte- 
rian, Independant, or Anabaptiſt Diſſenter, 
that his Teachers are at Miniſters of 
Chriſt, he'll preſently ſtare with Wonder 
aud Amazement at your Gy 
neſs 
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neſs (as he thinks it) becauſe he thence 
gathers, that you deny his Teacher's Mi- 
niſtrations, and that you mean thereby, 
that they and their Dependents are 
not Chriſtians : the Diſſenting Teachers 
know this fo well, that it is one of 
their Maſter-Tricks to deceive their Hear- 
ers and Readers with theſe Glorious Titles 
concerning themſelves, The Reverend 
ſuch a One, Miniſter of God's Word, Mini- 
fter of the Goſpel; take away this, and their 
Loaves will fail, becauſe Men will natu- 
rally fly from ſuch Pretenders, when they 
diſcover thoſe Titles not to belong to 
them; concluding that they are deſtitute 
of the Power of miniſtring Chriſt's Ordi- 
nances to them. This natural Conſe- 
quence is the true Reaſon of their Quar- 
rels againſt, not only our Controverſial 
Writers, who have deny'd the validity of 
their Orders, but alſo our Church, who 
requires the beſt of their Teachers to be 
Fpiſcopally Ordain'd to miniſter the Chri- 
ſtan Sacraments ; . inferring from hence, 
that thoſe Writers, and our Church too, 
do by nuiling their Orders, make Null 
and Void their Miniſtrations. This our 
Author doubtleſs knows as well as I do, 
if he would ſpeak out; but whether he 
will or no, That Church, and her Wri- 

1 ters, 


ters, who agree together to render the 
Ordinations of dur Diſſenters Null and 
Void, do by neceſſary Conſequence ſay; 
that their Miniftrations are alſo Invalid; 
if we may give any Credit to the Under 
ſtanding of not only Church-men; but 
even the Diſſenters themſelves, who take 
it ſo hard at their Hands: And indeed, 
it muſt be acknowledg'd on all accounts, 
that if the Conſequences are Uncharita- 
ble, the Premiſes are ſo too, for they ars 
inſeparable from one another in the 
Senſe of all unbyaſs'd Underſtandings. 
but of theſe things enough. 1 have on- 
= few Things more to this Writer, and 

ll then Conclude. 619 Kr 


$. XXIII. In his 34th Page he diſeo- 
vers himſelf plainly enongh, and gives us 
a Simile whereby to illuſtrate the Vali- 
dity of Lay-Baptiſm, which notwith- 
ſtanding his Declarations to the contrary, 
is an argument tliat lie has a mifid to fay 
ſomething about the Merits of the Cauſe, 
and to endeavour toproveLay-Baptiſmto 
be Good and Valid: His Simile is about the 
Coinage of Current Money; which tho' it 
be by the Law appropriated to the Prince, 
* ard made highly Criminal for any = 
I US 
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& his Subſtitutesto Coin it; yet upon ſup- 
&* poſition that another ſhonld Coin Mo- 
* ney of the ſame Value, Standard, Stamp, 
&« ec. as the Law requires, tho' the Coin- 
* er would be juſtly puniſhable, the Mo- 
*©ney ſo Coin'd by him would be Cur- 
rent; and the Prince would not order 
«it to be Re-coin'd, nor the People re- 
fuſe to take it. This I think is the on- 
ly Objection againſt Lay - Baptiſm's be- 
ing Null and Void, that remains to be 
Anſwer'd; and theſe makers of Similes, 
or Compariſons of things, are ſo _ 
unhappy in their Choice, that they pitch 
upon nothing that is proper to their un- 
dertaking, for they are ſure, whether 
thro* Deſign I will not judge, to omit 
ſach Similitudes as have any. thing pa- 
rallel to the Matter Diſputed ; and fo 
they fail of their Argument; becauſe, 
where ' Inſtances are not parallel, Argu- 
ments will not hold, This is our Au- 
thor's Caſe; He ſhould have contriv'd 
ſomething elſe inſtead of Money coin'd ; 
for that is no ways parallel to a Perſon 
Baptiz d; becaufe Money is an Inani- 
mate Senſeleſs thing, Man is the Di- 
rect contrary; Money is incapable of 
Conſciouſneſs, and therefore of any Law 
relating to its Coining; Man is a Ra- 
tional 
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tional Being, capable of Religion, and 
therefore conſcious to himſelf, upon In- 
formation, whether he has obey'd the 
Law of Baptiſm or no; Money neither 
_—_ any Benefit, nor ſuffers any Hurt 
for being right or wrong Coin'd; but 
Man is to partake of and enjoy infinite 
Advantages, by being rightly Baptiz'd, 
and has no Promiſe of obtaining them 
without fuch Baptiſm. Laftly, Money 
being but meer inactive Matter, cannot 
be ſuppos'd to be anſwerable for concur- 
ring with the Crime of the unlawful 
Coiner ; but Man, even in his Infancy, 
by his Repreſentatives, who undertake 
for him, is active in his Baptiſm, and con- 
curs with any Eſſential Crime commit- 
ted againſt the fundamental Law of Bap- 
tiſm, by him who attempted to Bap- 
tize ; and eſpecially confidering that he 
expreſly or Siredafly takes all that his 
Sureties did for him, upon himfelt, when 
he comes to Years of Diſcretion : Sq 
that, there being ſuch an, infinite Diſpa- 
rity between Money coin'd by an un- 
lawful Coiner, and Man Baptiz'd by 
an Unauthoriz'd Hand, the Currency of 
ſuch Money is no Argument, for the 
Goodneſs and Validity of ſuch Uuautho- 
. rx d 
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riz'd Baptiſm; and therefore ſuch Bap - 
tiſms are N ull and Void, notwithſtand- 
ing eur Author's vain Attempt by this 
Com appriſon, to prave them as Gaad and 
Valid as the Authoriz'd Ra ptiſf NS. 


$ XXIV. In his 35th Page be tell 
his Reader concerning Baptiſm b 
ſenting Teachers, thus, Abaz — 0 
« People, I doubt, are eaſily led to t 
&« their Baptiſms to be Invalid, becauſe, 
„they think, if their Baptiſans be Al- 
i lows, the reſt of their bee 
8 Perfurmances muſt be alſo Valid, Bus 
A this was held to be no Conleguenee h 
&« phe ancient Church of hriſt, nor is it 4 
© Conſequence held by the Church of Eng- 
% land. *Tis Baptifin alone /t 10 
Y not we uy ed and . 1 the! 
& conferr” an un tniſter, or 
„ 2 Lay Chriſtian, &c. * 
Here's a Plain, acknowledgment, that 
« the other Miniſtrations of our Dit: 
ſenting Teachers are Invalid; For, ſays 
be:. s Sonnen alone "that & not 
. Iavalidated® But upon What Foun- 
dation does * 3 intimate, that 
their other Miniſtnations are Null? Are 
cen not eſtabliſꝰd wi the ſame Foun: 


dation 


nA mowiHrHa © . / ͤ oa: ac =c..,.q.q. 
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dation as that of Baptiſm ? Is it not the 
ſame 2 who vet — 
are they not equa uHtve Inftitutt- 
ons of our Religion of What 13 it that 
makes the Difterence? By what Rule 
is their Baptiſm Valid? Or i it Valid 
tho? founded upon no Rule at all? By 
what Law are their other miniſtrations, 
viz, Of Ordination, Canſecrerion of Bread 
aud Wine, Exconmmunication, &c. Nell and 
Void, if their Baptiſm is not ſo? Have they 
been Authori=d to Baptize ? No, they ne- 
ver were: Let him ſhew us whagave them 
that Authority? Are not their other Mini- 
ſtrations Null, becauſe they were ne- 
ver Aathoxiz'4 for them? Certainly that 
is the Reaſon of their Nullity. And the 
very ſame Reaſon ſtands good for the 
Nulling of their Baptiſms. Are not their 
other Miniſtrations not only without, 
but in Oypoſition to the Church, and there- 
fore Void? Their Baptiſm is fo too, and 


therefore Invalid alſo. Are not the Laws 


of Chriſt and his Church equally level'd 
againſt their Baptiſms, as well as againſt 
their other Miniſtrations? Yes, they are. 
Have thoſe Laws provided more for their 
Baptiſms, tham for their other Miniftra- 


tions? No, they ha ve not. Therefore the 


{ame Laus of Chriſt and his Church — 
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Null thoſe their other Miniſtrations, do 
Null and Void their Baptiſms too; And 
his ſaying that © this was held o be no Con- 
&« ſequence by the Ancient Church of Chriſt” 
is a Notorious falacy put upon Ignorant 
Readers; but it cannot be Palm'd upon 
thoſe who are acquainted with the State 
of the Ancient Church: For 'tis well 
known, that the Primitive times were 
not exercis'd with any ſuch Anti-Epiſ- 
copal Baptiſms, as theſe wherewith the 
Church is peſter'd in our Days, and 
therefore the Ancient Church has ſaid 
nothing about them. 


S. XXV. As for what this Writer ſays, 
that I may know, concerning the 23d and 
26th Articles of our. Church; viz. © that 
Le they were made by many of the ſame Peo- 
« ple, who made the Office of Baptiſm and 
“ Rubricks, in 1548 and 1552: And that 
therefore the Allowance 5 Lay-Baptiſm 
& was not thought to Claſh, or be Incon- 
&« {ſtent with thoſe Articles: page 30. 
T anſwer, that their ſo making thoſe Ru- 
bricks, is a Sign that they did not allow 
of the Validity of Uzauthoriz?'d Bap- 
tiſms, ſuch as our Diſſenters are; and 
for this, I muſt deſire the Reader to turn 
back to what I have ſaid in my 47% Sect. 
e, 5, 6, 7. §. XXVI. 


E 1. 


Nui and Mold. Sc. 


$. XXVI. I might here ſpeak to his 
Appendix, and the Letter annex'd, to 
what Mrs. Baldwin calls the Second Editi- 
on of his Book; but they deſerve no par- 
ticular Anſwer, being foreign to this Au- 
thor's Declar d Undertaking, viz. to ſhew 
the Judgment of the Church; and the only 
Deſign of my Anſwer thereto, is to let 
the World See, by her Pablict Acts, what 
her real Opinion is of this matter: — 
Mr. Hookers Judgment be it what it will, 
is no Standard for either of us in this Diſ- 
pute: Mr. Thorndikes Expreſſions make 
nothing for Unauthoriz*'d Baptiſm ; for, 
his Opinions concerning Lay-Baeptiſm, are 
plainly Founded upon this Notion, that 
— can give this Power to Lay-men, 
that they ſhall Baptize in Caſe of Extre- 
mity, and want of a Prieſt: This is not 
the thing at preſent under Debate; The 
pretended Baptiſms of our Diſſenters are 
of another Nature, not Authoriz'd by 
the Biſhops ; but plainly in Oppoſition to 
Epiſcopacy it ſelf, — Dr. Coſins's Letter to 
Mr. Cordel, is founded upon Prsbyteriar 
and ſome Popiſh Doctors Notions,(yet not 
Poſitively but Dubiouſly propos'd by him) 
concerning Ordinations ; ſo that the whole 

| Superſtructure 


but this would not be ſuitable ro my Sub- 
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Superſtructure of that Letter, is only an 
Amnzement, having no ſure Foundation 
Whereon to ſettle a Doubtful Mind; *tis 
too long for me at preſent to take Notice 
of the particulars of that Letter, it ſhall 
ſuffice me to fay, That the Generality 
of our Divines who were Exiles in France 
with Dr. Coſias; and the Laity too, refu- 


fed to Communicate with the Frexch 


Proteſtants, and even Dr. Cofins, tho? he 
went ſometimes to their Temples at Cha. 
renton, yet never would Communicate 
with them in what they call'd the Sa- 
craments; by reaſon of their Want of 4 
Mtſſion: This is what is well attefted; 
and the Evidence can be produe'd, but 
I have no need to enlarge and be parti- 
cular upon it; becauſe in Truth *tis no 
part of my preſent Undertaking, whicli 
is confin*d to the Laws of the Church of 
England, as _ now ſtand; Hol- 
er, Thorndike, and Coſins, be their Opini- 
ons what they Will, are of no weight in 
this Dabate, fince the Judgment of the 
Church of England is not limitted to 
their particular Sentiments; I can pro- 
duce Men as great as they, who thought 
very Differently from what they did; 


ject, 
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je&, which is only to let the Reader See, 
what our Church by her Publick Acts 
has taught us to believe, concerning Un- 
authoriz'd Baptiſms. 
Suppoſe our Author could have further 
produc'd any ſufficient Evidence, that a 
Select number of Biſhops of our Church, 
in former Times, ſince the Reſtoration, 
had favour'd his Opinion ſo far, as, at a 
private Conſult, either at Lambeth, or any 
other Epiſcopal Palace; to give it under 
their Hands, that Unauthoriz'd Baptiſm 
when done with Mater, and theſe Words, 
In the Name of the Father &c. is Good and 
Valid; Suppoſe he could ſhew us, or 
had Publiſh'd (as I dare ſay He cannot) 
that they had Sign'd ſuch their Opinion, 
drawn up in a Declaration to this Effect. 
Foraſmuch as Sundry Perſons have of 
ee late by their Preaching, Writing, and 
„ Diſcourſes poſſeſs d the Minds of many 
People, witb Doubts and Scruples about 
« tbe Validity of their Baptiſm to their great 
« Trouble and Diſquiet. | 
We, The Arch-Biſhops and Biſbops , 
* whoſe Names are under. written, have 
thought it Incumbent on us, to Declare 
* our ſeveral Opinions, in Conformity 
* mith the Judgment and Practice of 
15-98 WM « the 
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& the Catholitk Church, and of the 
&« Church of England i purtttular; That 
te ſuch Perſons as have been Baptiz'd in, br 
« with Water, in the Name of the Fa« 
ce ther, Cc. Ought not to be Baptiz'd again, 
« And to prevent any fuch Praftice in onv 
ec Reſpettive Dioceſes, me db require var ſt. 
& weral Clergy, rbat the, preſume nut to 
% Baptise ay Avult' Perſon whatſo- 
« ever, withour giving us timely Notice, is 
« the Rubrich —_— 7 
Even ſuch an Inſtance as this ; if 
he could produce it, would not Amount 
to the Nate of the Church of Eng- 
land; ſuch Private Subſcyiptions about 


Acts; they can only be found in Her De- 
terminations, Ar on by a Larfal Con- 
vocation, And tho? any particular Biſhop 
can enjoin his Clergy, not to Baprize Adult 
Per ſons ordinarily, without giving him timely 
Notice, as the'Rubrick requires; yet it is 
not to be ſuppes'd that any Pious Biſhop 
would lay this Injunction ſo ſtrictly on 
his Clergy, as to hinder them from Bap- 


tizing an Adult without ſuch Notice, in 
Articalo Mortis, when timely Notice can- 
not be given to the Biſhop ; But as for 
the former part of fuch a ſuppos'd De- 
Claration, of a Select Number of Bi- 

ſhops ; 


Opinions, are not Our Churches Pablirx 


l 


_—. 


mops; it is not to be imagin'd that a 
Lawful Covocation of the Clergy of our 
Church would aſfirm, that ſuch Perſons 
« as have been Baptiz'd in, or with Mu. 
ter, in the Name of the Father, &. 
Ought not to be Baptiz'd again: For this 
we! all know is POPERY ; ſuch 
a Determination would infer, that not 
only Womens Baptiſm but any other, tho? 
perform'd by a Boy or a Girl; a Stage 
Player, an Unbaptis d Jem, or 4 Heathen, 
if with Water and the Form of Words 
in the Name of the Trizity, is That One 
Baptiſm which Chriſt Inſtituted for the 
Remiſſion of Sins. Our Church, God be 
rais'd, and the Catholick Church too, 
ve. made no ſuch Latitudinarian De- 
terminations as this would be; and we 
ought to pray, that the Holy Spirit of 
God may preſerve all our Sacred Synods 
from making ſuch Decrees ; *tis (I be- 
lieve) juſtand reaſonable for us to Hope, 
that the Piety and Wiſdom of our Clergy 
is ſo great, as. that we need not fear, 
their paſſing ſuch au Opinion into a Pub- 
lick Act of our Church, ſince their Zeal 
for the Anthority of our Saviour's Inſti- 
tutions, will not ſuffer them to aſſert that 
which tends directly to the — 
| K 2 0 
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of their own Sacred Office, and Conſe- 

quently of even Chriſtianity it ſelf. 
As for “ Baptizing again *tis not a 

Term to be allow'd; the Church al- 

ways abhorr'd the Notion ; when a firſt 


Baptiſm was falſe, twas not call'd Bay- 
tiſm, but a Prophane Waſhing; and 


when the Act of Waſhing was repeated, 


*twas not calPd Rebaptization or © Bap- 
tizing again but Chriſtian Baptiſm, 
Chrif's Baptiſm, or Inſtituted Bap- 
tiſm. St. Cyprian cdnſtantly adher'd- to 


this, and hated rhe Term of Baptiz'd: a- 


gain, and ſo did the Catholick Church 


when they requir*d Perſons to be Bap- 


ti d, who had only before been Waſh'd 
with Water without the Form in the Name 


of the Trinity: The reaſon is equally _— 


for Perſons to be Baptiz'd by a Lawtfu 
Miniſter, who were only before Waſh'd 


(tho' with the Form of Words in the 


Name of the Trinity) by Unauthori=/d 
Hands, and ſuch as Ad in Oppaſition 
to Epiſcopacy it ſelf: With theſe 


latter Prophane W aſhings, the Ancient 
Church was not Exercis d; ſhe never 
had them under her Conſideration; and 


therefore a Declaration, as before ſuppoſ- 
ed, could not be Founded on the Judgment 
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and Practice of the Catholicł Church. But 
tis time for me to Conclule. 


S. XXVII. I humbly. Hope, I have 
prov'd, that the Church has made ſuch 
Articles, Canons and Rubricks, as do by 
neceſſary Conſequence Null and Void Un- 
authoriz?d Baptiſms; the Conſequence 
of this Nullity is, the neceſſity of Epiſco- 
pal Baptiſm to thoſe who have been ſo In- 
validly” Baptiz'd ;——to Diſprove this, 
our Author muſt enter into the — 
the Cauſe, whether he will or no; becauſe 
it is affirm*d, and endeavour'd to be pro- 
ved by the Author of Lay-Baptiſm Invalid, 
that Chriſt's - Inſtitution Nulls Unau- 
thoriz'd Baptiſm ; and now further, that 
the Church's Laws are made, to en- 
force our Obedience to the Inſtitution 
of Chriſt: So that, what Chriſt's In- 
ſtitution Nulls and makes Void; the 
Church's Laws do alſo Invalidate; be- 
cauſe they are made to Second the Deſign 
of his Inſtitution; the Adverſary muſt 
either prove, that Chriſt's Inſtitution 
do's not Invalidate Lay-Baptiſm ; or if 
it do's, then he muſt prove if he can, 
that the Church's Laws were not made 
to enforce Chriſt's Inſtitution : This 
he muſt do to make good his _ 

er- 
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dertaking; for throughout his whole 


Book he. endeavours to perſuade his 


Reader, that the Church's Laws do 
not Invalidate Lay-Baptiſm, And it is 
very Obſervable, that hedo's not ſo much 
as attempt to prove this from any One 
Article o the Church of England; but 
brings Inſtances of particular Mens Acti- 
ons and Opinions, with a Deſign to Palm 


them upon us for the Judgment of the 
Church: How fairly he deals with the 
World by ſo doing, let the Unbyaſs'd 


Reader judge; and I heartily pray, that 
Truth may prevail, let who will be its 


Advocate; and be the Conſequences what 


they will, I ſhall greatly rejoyce; be- 
cauſe they will undoubtedly redound (as 


1 Sincerely deſire, that this, and all my 


other Undertakings may,) 


TO THE GLORXY AND PRAISE Or Gon. 
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